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CENTRAL INTE ANCE ACENCY | 
OPERATIONS | 

jate an investigation of any. 
without the concurreace 

and coordination of | .In this context, the term 
"3nvestigation" means Systematic and direct inquiries or 
procedurés (such as physical or technical surveillances 
or neighborhood inquiries) aiming at developing information 
concerning an individual's activities or backrround; 
"3nvestization" does not include the acceptance or the 
@evelopment of information through social contacts or 
.contacts normally made by CIA SeeRts in discharge sng their | 
cover functions. ($) oe ae: ae, 

l TA wi not ini 

(2) CIA will seek concurrence and coordination 
for recruitment any 

Will concur and coordinate if the proposed action 
urroant or nlanned. does not conflict with any operation, current 

| including active investigation of [j= tS 

rior to an lanned ; (3) CIA will advise 
meeting betveen 

lof known or presumed interest to | 
(this would include all 

: for purposes of assessment and social 
| @eve opment. (S a | ; ter ae ee, 

(4) 

a ef lwill be identified to 
Bee | | by name or appropriate description cepending on 
ooh the national security interest involved. (5 
OR [ty , ; : ma by, Gs . ‘ y a. z 
cee ak (5) Pursuant to paragraph 4 above. | | 
2B | iq 0.0 ~ 
soe will be acvised_and 
Roe. confer regarding the handling of | 
Hee It is recognized that eaca case will have its 
fe Bl endividual peculiarities. The governing principle vill 

s. 

Pe PpenEts intelligence interest as weighed against interne. © 

sa 
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CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
oe a sree ‘| 

security factors. CIA will continue its contractual rela- 
tionship tor the purpose of handling the training, the 
procurement of sositive foreign intellicence, the fulfilinen: 
of CIA commitments to the agent, and the preparation of the 

"agent for his next assignment abroad. (5): oF 

és : ae 

(6) In those cases where CIA will be handling 
its agent CIA will service securitr 
or counterintelligence recuirements and will providg 
all agent information bearing on counterintelligence or 
internal security matters, including the scope and nature 
of the agent's access to information and the identities of. 
the agent's significant contacts, particularly in the 
communist-bloc field. _In such cases where CIA servicing 

5 as been inadequate t internal security Sncereetss 
Will have direct access to ths’ agent. (S) 
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elas EDeY ot <a LIST OF BUREAU GRIEVANCES | 
Decl, SSTY Ni, 25KYO Se ee i . : 

2 . : 

1. ATTACKS AGAINST BUREAU (MEXICO CITY AND FRANCE ~ 1951) 

; Although Agent Papich did not begin Handling Liaison 
with CIA until 1952, it is important to refer to highly signi- | 
‘icant differences with CIA which culminated in a serious 
conflict in the Fall of 1951. Our Legal Attaches in Mexico City 
and Paris reported that CIA representatives were attacking the 
Bureau, were endeavoring to place us in an unfavorable light, 
were questioning our jurisdiction, and were making disparaging 
remarks concerning the Bureau. Some of this was summed up by 
characterizing it as covert hostility within CIA, stemming 
largely from disgruntled former employees of the FBI. 

In October, 1951, General Walter Beddf1 Smith, then Fe 
Director of CIA, asked to meet with the Director and other 
Bureau representatives for the purpose of discussing the 
existing differences. General Smith denied that there was any 
esvert hostility egeinst the Bureau and maintained that there 
was a general feeling of respect for us. He admitted that 
there had been isolated instances of friction for which CIA 
must accept its share of responsibility. 

UNCLASSIFIED EXCMES ( - 

IETS Se 

MATION CONTALES9 

It is my recollection that the Director and other 
Bureau officials did meet with General Smith, at which time 
guidelines were set forth for maintaining future relations 

between the two agencies. I was not able to find a memorandum 
of record covering this meeting. (62-80750-1712, 1715, 1716, 
4126, 1728, 1748, 1750) 
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2. PROSELYTING OF BUREAU PERSONNEL BY CIA 

The Agent clearly recalls that early in the 1950's 
We encountered difficulties with CIA because the Agency allegedly 
was recruiting Bureau-employed personnel, We vigorously pro- 
tested,and subsequently the Agency advised that it would follow 
a policy of not having any contact with a Bureau employee until 
the individual had been separated from the Bureau for a period 
of at least thirty days. The Agent could not locate the back- 
ground of this matter in the files reviewed by him, It is pos~ 
sible that the pertinent information lies in the personnel file 

x of some former Bureau Agent. 
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_ committee. We were, therefore, unable to interview the subject 

‘We considered this most uncooperative and we protested. 
(Re: [Sylvia press)\(¢) JFE CYB) 

'6, DR. OTTO JOHN, VISIT TO BUREAU ~ 1954 

7 : ane ar on 

6 | : (Seen o. 

3. fraorar momnot) (6) JFL 
By letter dated May 19, 1954, we protested to CIA 

for the manner in which the Agency handled the case of the 
captioned individual, a Soviet defector whe had been placed 
under CIA control in Europe. The Bureau had been interested 
in interviewing [Khokhlov Ss soon as he came to the United States, 
and this had been agre@éd to by CIA, Withouz, notifying or 
consulting with us, CIA permitted (Khokhlo 6 arrive in the  JFecvcs) 
United States and be placed in the hands of a Congressional 

| 
mw 

in any detail. (Re: (Nikolai Khokh lovD\48) © dpe (1) (@> 

4, CIA EVALUATION OF MOCASE 

In February, 1954, we complained to CIA because the 
Agency had evaluated information coming from the key source 
in the captioned case as emanating from a fabricator. We had 
disseminated certain foreign intelligence information originat- 
ing in this case to C{A, The source was a key double agent 
in one of thé most important cases hendled by the Rurean, and 
the CIA evaluation was not proper or correct as far as we were 
concerned, (Re: MOCASE) : 

5, CASE or(SyLvIA pREgs}] UE (COD 
Ecole) US) 

(fSyivia Press) was a CIA employee vhom that Agency con-_ 
Sidered to be a commuhist penetration. The Agency requested 
an investigation which was then initiated by us. We subsequently 
learned that CIA had been conducting its owm investigation which 
even included technical surveillance coverage on the subject, 

Dr. Otto John, a West German security official, 
defected to the communists in East Germany in July, 1954. A 
few weeks before his defection, he came to the United States 
under CIA sponsorship. He was afforded a tour of =RE Bureau 
and he briefly met the Director. 

| ‘It is believed that if all availzble facts were col- 
lected, the evidence would strongly indicate that CIA did a very 
ineffective job of assessing Dr. Otto John and permitting the 
United States Government to be embarrassed by even promoting 
a visit for him to this country. We. could consider this instance 
an affront to the Director and the Bureau. (Memorandum Roach to 

Belmont October 13, 1954, "CIA Tours Afforded by Bureau'') 
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fe. CASE OF POLISH SEAMEN — SECRET ORS = 1954 

‘By letter dated détober: 13, 1954, a very strong letter 
of protest was sent to General T. J. Betts of the Interagency - 
Defector Committee at CIA. This letter made reference to 
political asylum which. was being considered for certain Polish 
sailors who had been seized by the Chinese Nationalist Government, 
General Betts disseminated a memorandum indicating that members 
of the Committee had agreed that in view of commitments made 
by the United States and Chinese officials, that failure to 
arrange re~entry for the Polish seamen would have an adverse 
effect on the over-all United States Defector Program, We 
emphasized to General Betts. that this matter had never been 
officially presented before the Defector Committee. He was 
informed that his action was not conducive to mutual cooperation, 

8, CIA INTERVIEW OF ALIENS IN THE UNITED Baths ~ DISCUSSION 
WITH ALLEN DULLES SEPTEMBER 27, 1955 

On September 27, 1955, the Liaison Agent met with 
Allen Dulles, at which time the CIA Directer's attention. was 
referred lo a mattey Which bad not yet devetoved into « serians 

situation but if not properly followed could lead to confiicts 
between the two agencies. Dulles was referred to the contacts 
of aliens in the United States made by CIA wersonnel without 
first obtaining the necessary clearance from the Bureau, The 
requirement for such clearance was clear-cut and pursuant to an 
established agreement. (62-80750; memorandum Roach to Beimone 
September 28, 1955, "Relations with CEA"), 

9, CIA APPROACH OF A NATIONAL ACADEMY GRADUATE (1985) ’ ) 
= oy 

: In November, 1955, an incident arose when CIA approachead’ = 
a National Academy graduate to utilize his oer y cesar 
This approach was made while the graduate was attending Nationa 
Academy classes. A protest was made to key CIA officials for (u 
not having advised us prior to establishing contact with the 
Acadeny graduate. fRe:| Sd) Je Gye) 
6 fg 

oo In December, 2 we received information indicating 
that CIA was in contact with an individual whom the Bureau was 
developing for utilization in a double agemt operation. We 
learned that CIA representatives had established contact with ) 

) and had given him some advice and gwidance withou & 
eel? first checking with the Bureau, We protested to CIA, /(105~19001) 
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11, ALLEGED FABIAN SOCIALISTS IN CIA | : 
ot ee SB) JEKC 

In 1950 (General qradeay} 1 ormer head of G~2,: made 
available to the Bureau on a strictly confidential pasis 

detailed information concerning alleged infiltration of the JryloU 
United States Government by "Fabian. Scigiiete. (es udeau'7¢S, 
furnished the names of.many individuals whom he considered to 
fall into this category. Many of those listed were CIA executives, 

This item is being listed in the event we felt that 
_it could be used to justify that as of that period there was 
reason to deal with CIA in a very circumspect manner, 
(Memorandum Roach to Belmont January 11, 1956, "Infiltration 
of Fabian Socialists into the High Policy Areas of the 
United States Government") 

12. DELAYS IN HANDLING NAME CHECK REQUESTS 

By letter dated January 11, 1956, our Washington Field 
Office called attention to extreme delays encountered in obtaining 
results of name check requests submitted to CIA, These dela2ys: 
particularly related to investigations of applicant ma tcers 

_ being handled by the Bureau, (Memorandum Roach to Belmont January 19, 
| 1956 "Applicant Matters - Record Checks at CIA") 

18. WILLIAM P. BUNDY 

. In March, 1956, Allen Dulles announced that William 
P, Bundy would serve as a secretary for the Intelligence Advisory 
Committee (IAC), of which the Bureau was a member. Bundy, son- 
in-law of Dean.Acheson, admitted contributing to the Alger Hiss 
Defense Fund, At the time of this contribution, Bundy was in 
the same law firm with Donald Hiss, brother of Alger Hiss. | 

Although we did not object to the appointment of Bundy, 
this is another item to be kept in mind in the event we desired 
to uphold an argument that there was reason to be circumspect 

~  4{n dealings with CIA. 
JSE%OSCB) 

14, DR [SA UEL ABRAHAM coupsurr (5) ~ 

(S 
ye AB Coutens sas a yehie. scientist assigned to the 

HBpookhavelt ational Laboratorye{ He had been used as a consultant 
by such agencies as the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) and CIA, 
Nia octover, ee met a Soviet scientist and, with the know~ 

edge of AEC and CIA began cultivating him, ee 
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us that he had been advised by a CIA official that the FBI 
would be furnishing operational guidance to him, We had never 
become involved in any such arrangement, and we later determined 
that a CIA official had been in error in making the above~ 
described misrepresentation. e otested the CIA official's 
handling of this matter. (ne ;Xbr (Samuel Abraham Goudsms tc) 

fe 
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15. f ifs) Jee OYCw | 
yew CrC®) 

EECA) . $) On July 20, 1956, we } ; 
Jf, had been in contact with 
(o Washifgton, D. C, We further astertaine i JEL ML 

CIA employee. We were informed by CIA o 
h 

(Memorandum Belmont to Boardman July 21, 1956/' 

n fact, had been “in c ct withesy 
a CIA official concerning his meetings with ilitary @y 
Attache, We protested and CIA submitted a aff Y of Bpology. 

(S) SERGI) , ar, 

1. [IS sre 
In July, 1956, a statement was made by a State 

Department official to the effect that a CIA employee allegedly 
had advised that the subject, a Soviet agent, was being per-= 
mitted to enter the United States so that his activities 
could be covered and so that the Bureau would be in a position 
to promote a defection, The Bureau was not in possession of 

any information indicating that we had sanctioned the entry 
_of the subject for the purpose described above, The State 
“Department official was unable to recall the name of the CIA 
employee involved; inquiry at CIA was negative, We were not 
in a position to identify the CIA employee without conducting 
investigation within the Agency or without the Agency coming 
‘ap with the identity. @e:[__ fs) os 

17. hs seer) 
By letter dated November 8, 1956, we strongly pro- 

tested to CIA because representatives of that Agency had intere- 
wiewed an alien in the United States without first obtaining 
clearance from the Bureau. It should be noted that there was 
@ well-established agreement whereby it was incumbent upon 
CIA to first check with the Bureau before interviewing any , 
alien in the United States. (Letter to CIA November 8, 1956, 

3 S) JrROD GAY 
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. the subject because of the Agency ' intelligence inter= 
ests. We subsequently interviewed it which time he JF 

BEG ge Teen fete ee net fate + 2 Spacedtotanme ens 

5EeES (A) 

2 f-———— ‘ SECRET 
SPER) CFF Owes a former student at Columbia University 

we had” been in contact because of his association 
‘poviet assigned to hg Uni a Nations. }s)In December, ae 

ade a trip t ussiaywhere he s contacted by 
an un ed indjwidual @nd wa ive Vetter Aneta eS C 
that the writer fala ee nd that he was eo) A) 
interested in cooperating with the Uniféd States. When{____Cs) UFC Yea 
returned to the United States, we permitted €JA to. interview 

Gea) 

informed us that he had been cautioned by CIA not to furnish 
pertinent information to A deni that any such 
statement was made, (Re: i) JPECYAY 

19. CIA REQUEST FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING A HIGH-SPEED CAMERA~ 
1957 

The San Francisco Office furnished information 
indicating that CIA nad roguested 2a firm in California to fur- 
nish that Agency information regarding all foreign inquiries 
pertaining to a high-speed camera manufactured by the company. 
The matter was reviewed because we wanted te be certain that 
CIA was not invading our jurisdiction, We did not develop 
evidence that CIA had overstepped its jurisdiction. The Director ~ 
did make a notation, "0.K., but it does seem to me we give CIA 
a pretty wide authority to explore such a field. KH" 
(Memorandum Belmont to Boardman April 10, 1957,{"Flow of 
Intelligence Information to Soviets and Satellites suroues 
So-Called Channels") ; 

20. 1 _I{sjsrnay a) 
On May 28, 1957, CIA advised that one of its repre- JFK LIA) 

sentatives in the field had interviewed the captioned{Chines@vS 
alien who had agreed cooperate with the Agency after he 
returned te [nea China, (cra: conducted this interview without 
first obtaiting clearance from the Bureau. Such clearance’ was 
necessary pursuant to an established agreement. A vigorous 
protest was made to the Agency. (Re: __] - 100-385852){'S) 
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CIA REQUEST FOR TOUR FOR 
EPRESENTATIVES — 1957 

“oaks 

In July, 1957, CIA requested a tour for several 
officials who were coming to this country under CIA 

CIA was told that no_tours would be given to the 
because in the past mbassador had 

grossly insulted the Bureau after we rrested the 
ambassador's chauffeur on White Slave Traffic Act charge .§§) Cv) 

j If we so desired, we could give consideration to 
‘accusing CIA of trying to impose upon us individuals whom we 
considered undesirable in light of the foregoing. 
(Memorandum July 15, 1957, Roach_to Belmont FRepresentatives © 
of ntelligence Service] - Request for Bureau Tour 
by CIA") 0) 

Bo) 22. REQUEST FOR SECURITY SURVEY OF COUNCIL ON FOREIGN 
{ RELATIONS - NEW YORK CITY - 1957 

Sn Novexber 16, 1957, cur New. Yorm Office wae con- 
tacted by the local CIA representative who desired to be in~ 
formed if the Bureau could conduct a security survey of the 
premises of the Council on Foreign Relations which were located 
across the street from a building occupied By the Soviet = 
United Nations Delegation,. The CIA represemtative indicated 
that his visit to our office was pursuant te instructions 
received from Allen Dulles who allegedly was concerned about 
the possibility of the Soviets establishing coverage of ; 
conversations and discussions which might be held at the Council. 
It should be noted that the Council included as members many 

- well-known personalities, including officiais of the United 
States Government, ey (0) 

Pursuant to instructions, Allen Delles was informed. 
on November 18, 1957, that we did not like the approach used 
by CIA in that such a sensitive matter had Seen taken up at 
the field level rather than through Bureau Headquarters. 
(Memorandum Roach to Belmont November 19, 1957, re “Council 
on Foreign Relations") (B39) 
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indicating that 
States might defect. 
and we kept CIA advised. 

) » Work 
gO” properly coordinating t 

that the action taken by 
@ Bureau operation. 

protest 
| ould Bubject fa Romanianjalien, without, first obtaining 

eesary c earance from the Bureau.)(Re: 

25, ALLEGED IMPERSONATION OF FBI EMPLOYEE 

with the FBI when she tried to arrange an i 
an official of the Internat 

Machinists in Washington, D. cfs 
in w 
Miss 
CIA, we were informed that Miss 

(Memorandum Roac 

f 
for the 

ientists,. 

(Re: 

57, we received information from 

i 
\ 
! 

Jeeta) 
=) 

Shientist then visiting in the_United, 
We followed developments through 

‘The Agency was fully aware o 
\situation and particularly knew that we were in contact wi 

We subsequently received information indicating th 
a CIA employee, established contact with 

bees of developing information concerning e 
A protest was made to CIA for not 

heir interests with us, bearing in mind 

he 
th 

oe | 

6) FK OWA) 

could have jeopardized | Gidssibly 

24, fs) SrA) 
By letter dated February 10, 1958, we directed a 

to CIA charging that Agency with interviewing the 
the ne 

- 105-63094) (6 
Jered CAD 

c-_ 
7 105~62486) |G) 

JFECINCA) 

On April 23, 1958, we received information indicating 
that a CIA employee allegedly had represented herself as being 

i he, 

‘such representation, 
1958, "Unknown Subject; 

nterview with 

laimed that he had received a phone call from a 
Upon checking wit 

> S\ye Kn On) 

26. (FY 5) Pec) 
By letter dated May 12, 1958, the Bureau protested 

to CIA for interviewing-an alien in the Detroit area without 

first obtaining the necessary clearance from the Bureau. 

to Belmont April 25, 

ional Association of 

geet “%} signed statenenQ 

o said she was with the FBI. h 
enied that she had made 

Such clearance was necessary pursuant to established agreement. 
~ 105-68013) S (Re: 
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27. 2 JE“ Oye) 

We received information in May, 1958, that( sd Ci) 
a CIA employee, was listed as being employed with the Bureau 
in the records of the District of Columbia Rational Guard. 
The information was developed as the result of an investiga= 
tion being conducted by the Bureau for the Uhite House. 

(5) furnished a signed statement indicating that he per- oe 

Jet ) sonally had no knowledge of the existence of the above infor- 
) ' mation in the National Guard records, 

(Memorandum Roach to Belmont May 17, 1958, “Alleged 
Representation by CIA Employee of Employment with FBI") 

28, CORNEL MUNTIU 

By letter dated June 10, 1958, we protested to CIA 
for not advising us concerning that Agency's interview of an 
individual who was the subject of a Bureau investigation, We 
had been corresponding with CIA concerning the subject, and 
the Agency should have been aware of our interests. 
(Re: Cornel Muntiu - 105-58749) 

29, ALLEGED CIA INCOMPETENCE AND ALLEGED PENETRATION OF 
UNITED STATES AGENCIES a eS 

By letter dated June 3, 1958, Legst, [Tokyo; i er 

information volunteered to him by (Colonel dames Rile of G-2 
(SYR Riley]/was very strong in his denunciation of CIA. H aes 

hat“the Agency was incompetent and that it was penetrating 
other United States agencies, He also mentioned that when 
Allen Dulles was in Switzerland, Dulles was intimate with a 
woman, not identified, 

The above is being cited in the event we desire to 
use this information as evidence for supporting a position of 
being circumspect in dealings with the CJA. 
(Letter dated June 3, 1958, from Legat, (Toko j] "Relations with(S~ 
CIA") . © , 
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30, (GENERAL REINHARD GEHLEN les 

The Legal Attache, Bonn, advised by letter dated 

June 10, 1958, that he had been invited to visit /General Reinhard 
Gehlen,¥gthe head of the(West German Intelligence ServicéJMCIA 
becamé aware of this invitation, and an Agency representative 
‘Informed our Legal Attache that it was not desired that the 
Legat visit with (Gehlen, ur Legat was instructed by the Bureau 
to accept the invitation regardless of the CIA position, 

! We could evaluate the CIA position in this matter as 
i being uncooperative. (Memorandum Roach to Belmont June 17, 

al 1958, "Relations with CIA") 5 

7 31. CIA INTEREST IN (CHINESE/ALIENS LF 

In June, 1958, we raised the question concerning 
CIA's failure to adhere,,$0 an agreement relating to CIA's 
recruitment of [Ch [Chinese] iens in the United States for over 
seas intelligence eae Under the agercoment, CIA was 
not to approach any (Chinesé sé\afien without first checking wither 
us, A situation developed in Illinois indicating that CIA 

i allegedly had become interested in recruiting an alien and 
even took some action without first checking with us. We 
expressed our disapproval in a letter to CIA June 12, 1958. 
(Memorandu eee to Boardman June 9, 1953, "Recruitment 
of (Chinesef iens in the United States for Overseas er 
Intelligence Operations’) 

82. CIA OFFICIAL's CRITICISM OF “MASTERS OF DECEIT" 

Our Legal Attache, Tokyo, obtained a copy of_a memo- 
randum sent to an official in our_Embassy in Tokyo by S) 

(s In his communication 
belittled the value of "Masters of Deceit" as an anticommunist 
‘weapon in foreign countries. He claimed that the book pertained 
only to the Communist Party, USA, which he characterized as a 
gemall, ineffective, f action-ridden organization. He stated 

. that the author of tHe book. was not an intellectual but rather 
@ policeman. (Memorandum Roach to Belmont June 12 and 24, 1958, 
"Masters of Deceit.") 

é 

Tt 8 RS te sek ee Cee oe eh oa . we oi ee pee st Bele My ee ee at tte we ee SO ee i ae A RY te 7 5, Sr Gee a re see SO eye er IR ET otto oe me 
. | 

t 



gener 
JF¥ is | 

‘ | | ! : 
33, KCIA DEVELOPMENT OF — GOVERNMENT SOURCES IN a) 

, HE UNITED STATES . 

In May, 1958, CIA furnished identifying and back- 
round data conc pale three individuals -| Je OAS 

“And Ysyall employees of the 
Government and assigned to the United. States. 

aes had been developed as a source of information by CIA OY) 
vo 2) in S)Derachman came _to CIA in Washington, D. C. JFE 
aoe and volunteered his services.& had been developed as JEEOYAS 

a source by CIA and had been furnishing some information to 
the Agency. In a letter dated June 24, 1958, we told CIA peeled 
that in the case of ‘Me felt that the Agency should 
have notified us at an earlier date in order that we could 

. have considered. exploitation for internal security purposes 
at the outset, (Re:[ ss [Activities ploonasaraG/>) 

Tee Coles) 
34, I(s “JFK O) 

iz — > JE KL) (A) 
The subject, a former member of the Polish inteiligence 

Service, defected to the United States and furnished extremely 
valuable information. The beginnings of this case include 
information raising questions concerning CIA .cooperation, 

seeo yee) In June, 1958, we developed information, indicating 
that CIA May have opened a letter in (which had 
been addressed to the Director by an individual who had FeO ) 
identified himself as { [} the wri further ext) 
indicated that he might be connected with the ntelligence ? 
Service, The letter addressed to the Director had been placed 
in an envelope which, in turn, had ended up in the office of 
the | G)we subsequently. 
received a copy of the particular communication from CIA, 
and the contents were such at that time that no action was 
required by the Bureau. We asked CIA for particulars leading 
to the alleged opening of the letter which had been addressed 
to the Director. CIA claimed that it had not opened the 
letter, We were confidential informed by an Agency repre- 
sentative that el oh ad opened the letter and then 
referred the matter to CIA, The contents were such that inves= 
tigative action of an extensive nature was required by CIA 
in Europe. What actually happened at the United States Emba ss 
is something we may never know. | “ 65~65192)(S) 
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2 | 
: By letter dated June 26, 1958, we voiced our concern 

‘regarding. CIA's alleged interview of a] Chinesé]alien whom CIA(S) > 

was considering for overseas recruitment. CIA denied that an 
approach of the alien had been made. Our investigation contra- 
Hicten. she: ceacencarsscusnating Goon Chae “(ne ce S) 
Bureau file J134-5243)|(6) | 3 EKOORY ~ 

36. [COMPROMISE OF FBI TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE COVERAGE ((s) 

;On_ July 18, 1958, CIA requested the Bureau for 
_"épermission to (Play a recording of a telephone conversation) (s) 

obtained by thé Bureau to (tne : 
(akecording) had been developed through ourf{sensitive coverage 

of the Egyptian Embass n Washington, D. C. On June 5, 1958, 
we had obtained the contents of a (Conversation between 

The conversation strongly indicated that Yas working | 
closely with the \E yptians.j§)Subse pe CIA developed , ~ 
information indicating that as a key figure ina ~ 
pee sy pyre objective of which was to overthrow 

é AS . . és is 

C— “fieiurned to(_ and was imprisoned by 
6 based upon information Made available through CIA. 
(3) ‘denied any implication in any revolutionary activity and 

he was strongly supported by certain top officials in the 
(s>) Government .& told CIA aoe he was on the 

spot and that he needed proof ‘of onspiratorial 
activity. CIA asked if we would permit the /recording to be 
played to EP tressing that this was the only way | | 

could be Convinced. » 
ts 
) On July 18, 1958, a CIA official was advised that 

the Bureau positively would not grant permission to (playing 
of the recording \VSWe maintained that if we granted_such 
permission, our~other feoverage of a sensitive uatvre} qoute 
be seriously imperiled. SHU “Cs 

. On July 21, 1958, Allen Dulles asked if the Bureau 
would reconsider its position in view of the critical situation 
in the [iliddile East ~OPursuant to instructions, CIA was then> 
told that in view of the position in which the Bureau had been 

placed, we acceded to Dulles' request. CIA was further told 
that we were seriously SOE ele the (termination of all of 
our technical surveillances cause we did not_ intend to be 
placed in such a position Yn the future. [5x (y ps 

ad 

eae pect - On July 22, 1958, Dulles told the Liaison Agent 

that he was very much disturbed over. the Director's reaction, 

He stated that he was not interested in holding a pistol +0 €3}(v) 

ae - 
ae ies -~12- 



ating whether or not the frecordin Ghould be used. It was 
recommended that the Liaison Agent foll the matter for the 
purpose of determining if the feecordinst as to bé used by CIA, 
The Director's notation was, "No. The fat is in the fire now 
and it is useless to waste any more time on it. We will 
probably hear of any details in Pearson's column, #."255.Cv) 

‘anybody's head and he further cing ted that he was deliber~ 

. The strong position we took in resisting the 
dissemination of such sensitive information to a foreign 
government was fully justified. (Memorandum Roach to Belmont, 
‘dated July 22, 1958, re "CIA Request for Permission to{Play ee 
Technical Surveillance Recording to King Hussien, Jordan" OER 

itt 
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88. TIS) sera eae tn ae ad 
We expressed our displeasure to CIA in [September , (35 (v) 

less | because of that Agency's unauthorized investigation in 

the United States of afRomanianj citizen who .was here. in connec- Zi) 

(Y tion with an exchange program. The fonanian| indicated to an 

American friend that he was interested in staying in the Unite 

States, but was not ready for actual defection because of a 
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possible hostage situation in his native country. The Bureau 
was following this potential defection and pursuant to estab- 
lished procedures was keeping interested agencies apprised of 
developments. On September 15, 1958, we received information 
indicating that another Government agency was conducting an 
investigation of the subject, t was later established that 
fhe. ee the (sy agency. (Re Bureau file 

024) : $s) JFK [Been es024 CS) seated. TED SFKOYNS 
39. CIA ACTIVITIES/IN oe) 

The Legal Attache, Tokyo, reported by letter dated 
un» Se cenber 22; 1958 Xkthat Gs 

JFeb | | was a paid, highly regarded, and very sensitive source 
of CIA This information was ven to the Legal Attache by 

(SXeo10net John B. Stanley G2 Hedin Japan. According to (Stanley]© - 
CIA did not want this information to be known to other agencies 
particularly the FBI. The Director's notation was, "Some more 
of CIA double dealing. H." (Letter from Legat, Tokyo, dated 
September 22, 1958, "Investigations in 
Philippines") : - SFO) @B) 

40. ALLEGED CIA INCOMPETENCE 

During the period October G0-25] 1958, Bureau 
representatives attended a seminar at Orlando, Florida, which ' 
was given by the U.S. Air Force. ;jAmong the activities was a 

YI lecture given by of CIASfSubsequent to the 
JF briefing, General [Millard Youngpf. the Air Force confided to 

Bureau representatives and ore sed his displeasure with the 
briefing given by Nde was particularly critical of 6 

G_l's [reluctance © furnish certain information, using the Gr 
excuse t the matter was of a "Top Secret" nature. General 

(s )lxo ung|stated that the position taken by] fas only anc 
excuse for incompetence on the part of ; (sp 

; This item is being cited in the event we desire to 
use the foregoing as evidence to support a position that we were 
obliged to be circumspect in dealing with CIA. (Memorandum 
October 28, 1958, Roach to Belmont, CiJoint Strategic Planning (Ss) 
aoaeny Orlando Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida, Se Gs) 
1958” 

41. CIA COVERAGE IN CUBA PRIOR TO OVERTEROW OF BATISTA GOVERNMENT 

The overthrow of the Batista Government on January 1, 
1959, and the subsequent assumption of power by Castro raised 

a8 questions concerning the efficiency and competence of U.S. intel- 
oo +++ Jigence,. Allen Dulles indicated ee future developments would 

ai aay 

“POEs 

I 
i 



‘ er ae po ake SEG 
i 
‘ 
t 
i 

show that many more people were involved in the Castro organi- 
gation than the U.S. Government had realized. Information 
coming to.our attention suggested the possibility that both 
State and CIA had failed to assess developments in Cuba properly. 

reason to question the competency of/CIA in Cuba] This coula psy (>) 
be useful if we wanted to justify thé existence of a Legal © 
Attache office in Havana. One could also comment that poor 
‘coverage in Cuba had an indirect and adverse effect on our 
operations in the United States, 5 

The foregoing is cited in isi event that we found 

* 42. , eS | 
By letter dated April 25, 1959, we voiced our 

@ 

objections to CIA for giving guidance to an individual with 
whom we had been maintaining contact for the purpose of developing 
him as a double agent.;\fhe individual involved was 

a well-known ,expert in the fiéld of s) : 
medicallresearch as applied to pace flying. wis 
also a contract agent of CIA and d.occasion to handle sensitive 
matters for that Agency.’ infipril, (i959, was preparing GS) 
to make a trip to Moscow, C briefed him on matters as they 
applied to his trip. The Agency also interviewed him concerning ; 
his relationship with the subject in Washington, D. C., and, 
furthermore, gave him guidance concerning the relationship. 
We objected to CIA giving any guidance to eeneer ee - 

us. is contacts with the subject without first_consulting with 
(s Bureau file pos-ereet)] <) 

ad 

' to Belmont, August 14, 1969, "National Strategy Seminar, National 

43. ALLEGED BELITTLING OF COMMUNISM BY ABLEN DULLES 

; In July, 1959, Allen Dulles of CIA spoke at the 
National Strategy Seminar of the National War College. One 
of the professors handling the Seminar was critical of Dulles. 
He claimed that Dulles had belittled the importance of the 
communist problem. 

; The above is’ being cited in the event we desire to 
“utilize the information in justifying a position that it was 
necessary to be circumspect with CIA. (Memorandum W. C, Sullivan 

War College, July, 1959") 
1 . 5 

44, | "TRUE" MAGAZINE ARTICLE ~ SEPTEMBER, 1959 

s In September, 1959, 'rrue' magazine carried an 
article captioned "Allen Dulles: America's Global Sherlock," 
which included information of a derogatory nature concerning | 

-.'the, Director and the Bureau. The article precipitated a crisis 

t 
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which led to an almos\. - _. the Bureau and CIA, 
The article was writte _-wul McCarry who was connected 

pane with the International. _- vrganization in Geneva, Switzerland, 
’ The article 

6 ry toward CIA. Ine aurnor de reference 
to relations between the Bureau and CIA and quite clearly 
indicated that they were strained. He claimed that the CIA 
took Agents from FBI; that Agents did not remain in the Bureau 
for an extended period; and he related a story very critical 
of the Director. 

We learned that the unos had been in contact with 
CIA when he_was preparing the article, We were told that (Lyman 

(s) Kirkpatrick] a CIA official, had read and approved the article 
prior to its publication, As a result of this information, 
ee persona non grata with the Bureau, 

The Liaison Agent had conferred with both Dulles 
(s?. and [Kirkpatrick} concerning the matter, We took the position 

that based upon the information made wailable CIA had promoted, 
condoned, or possibly even authored the article, Dulles denied 

. that this was so and then [Kirkpatrick produced information indi~ 
eating that he had been knowledgeable of the author’s article 
before it was published. The,author had contacted (Stanley 

() Grogan,\ one of Kirkpatrick's] ubordinates, and had 
discussed the matter with him. The author allegedly had raised 
the question of strain relations between the two agencies 
and at that time G (Grogsntteportedly told the author that rela- 
tions were not strained, but were satisfactory. Nevertheless, 
_the final draft of the. article included the derogatory infor- 
mation and the facts available to us indicate that (Kirkpatrick) és> - 
had the opportunity to alert the Bureau to the existence of the 
article before it was published. He did mot do so. He told 
us that this was an oversight. ; . 

Consideration was. given to severance of liaison 
relations, It was recommended and approved that liaison continue 
and that we keep Dulles and CIA on the string as to what coursé 
of action we were going to take. It was suggested that we not 

' immediately answer letters, which had been sent to: the Bureau 
by Dulles and (Kirkpatrick) in connection with this particular 
matter, It was also recomme 13 and approved that we cut off 

a =i contact with [Kis (Kirkpatrick. 

By letter dated eae Li, L859, to Dulles, the 
Director expressed his keen disappointment because officials of 
CIA, when they had the opportunity, had failed to voice any con- 
cern or objection to "True" magazine, and furthermore, had failed 
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to notify the, Bureau. A Jetter dated September 16, 1959, was 
also sent to{Kirkpatrick&nd he was told that the Bureau was 
disappointed in him because he had failed to make any objection 
to the article and had not alerted us concerning the impending 
attack against the Bureau. (Memorandum Frohbose to Belmont, 
August 27, 1959, "Allen Dulles: America's Global Sherlock, 
"True' Magazine, September, 1959"; and Memorandum Frohbose to 
Belmont, September 4, 1959, "Allen Dulles") 

45. ACTIVITIES OF CONTACTS DIVISION OF CIA - 1959 

We received information in September, 1959, that 
the Contacts Division of CIA had held interviews with American 
businessmen in the Boston area, which dealt with meetings between. 
the businessmen and visiting [Soviets) CIA reportedly was inter- 
ested in developing positive (vices ence information, ut it 
so happened tha at, one of the {Soviets Mes involved in af{double 
agent operation) being handled by the Bureau. Bureau already 
had notified CIA of our interest in the (& Govier By letter (+ 
dated September 29, 1959, we voiced our objection to the ae 
in which CIA had handled this, Gee es Bureay(S) 
file [134-8493)] 19 f 

46, APPEARANCE OF COLONEL FRANTISEK TISLER BEFORE THE 
. HOUSE CONMUTTEE on UNAMERICAN ACTIVITIES (HCUA) ~ 1959 

.On oveimhies 6, 1959, information was received 
indicating that HCUA was interested in obtaining Colonel Frantisek 
Tisler, a Czech defector, to testify before the Committee. HCUA 
advised us that it had contacted the State Department who, in 
turn, had conferred with CIA, Allen Dulles allegedly informed 
HCUA that Tisler was agreeable to appearing before the Committee © 

_and that he would be made available pursuant to certain security 
instructions. 

The Director asked whether or not CIA had authority 
to make a defector available to a congressional committee without 
first checking with other interested agencies. The Director was 
informed that CIA did not have such authority because a National 
Security Council directive made it very clear that this could not 
be done without processing the matter through the Inter-Agency | 

' Defector Committee. In this particular case the aforementioned 
Committee had not called a meeting, but the chairman, a,CIA 
official, had made certain phone calls. A Bureau representative 
was contacted by phone on November 6, 1959, but a that time we 
had not formulated a position. Allen Dulles allegedly contacted 
the chairman of the Committee and was told that the Committee 
had no objection to making Tisler available. women nee 
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On November. 13, 1959, CIA representatives were 
informed that we were opposed to making the defector available 
to HCUA. On that same date we were told that CIA was informing 
HCUA it was reversing its position and that upon reconsideration, 

it did not feel that Tisler could be made available. © 

By memorandum dated November 14, 1959, the develop- 
ments in this matter were reviewed and it was recommended that 
at the next Inter-Agency Defector Committee meeting we strongly 
protest CIA's dereliction in the handling of the HCUA request. 

. (Bureau file 105-38958) : act 
* ae ht 

_ 7, CRITICISM OF DIRECTOR . (t_: hae 
. Sree pee ea eee eins Sb bcduthich. satthe Mi 

On April 11,, 1960, (Ray Tanner, President)of Reicco 
ompany, Caracas, Venezuela,/ informed thgyBureau that he recently 

; eld a conversation with ‘ab official, pe the U.S en 
sre Embassy in Caracas .& was eH ok ce 

° complimentary statements made by/Tannerfconcerning the Director 

heveye) and the stated that the Director should have retire 

five years ago fof the good of ali concerned. A protest was nade 

to Allen Dulles on April 20, 1960. (Memorandum Frohbose to Belmont, 
Anrjl 21, 1960, [Herschel F. Peak, Jr.") |G) JEKA\BD - a . 

(3 ths 
48, (ROBERT AMORY,)CIA OFFICIAL ALLEGEDLY ADVOCATING : ee 

RECOGNITION OF RED CHINA - 1960 

: ($) In February, 1960, (Dr. Frank Barnett, Director of 

Research) for the Richardson Foundation, volunteered information 
concerning statements allegedly made by Rebert Amory, a top 
CIA official. ent ees advocated recognition of Red 
China, ‘ 

Dulles and on April 20, 1960, Dulles informed the Liaison Agent 

that, he had, onducted an inquiry, had reyiewed a tape recording 

of ory's}t 1k, and was satisfied chat Baoes had not made the 

statement attributed to him. = CSS Sf, . 

| 
| | 
i ‘ This matter was called to the attention of Allen 
t 

f : The above -is being cited in the event we desire to 

i ' @ispute the position taken by Dulles. - If the evidence clearly 

“established that or 2d made such a stxtement, we could use . 

the information to support a position that we would have been 

warranted in being most circumspect with €IA. (Memorandum 

| Frohbose to Belmont, April 21, 1960, (Robert. Anory "Ns 

| 49, ALLEGED INSTALLATION OF MICROPHONES ON U.S. 
4 PREMISES ABROAD BY CIA | 

f 

> aoe i A State Department representative informed the Bureau 

| that a microphone had been found in the @S. Embassy, Mexico Criy; 

that‘ it had been planted by CIA; and that Allen Dulles allegedly 
Ry 
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-through technical installatiors, Inquiries developed informa- 

JEEOY) ‘ We received information indicating that the subject, 
oe 

he 
8) She “gave them the name of another CIA employee, Miss] NBECM 

a 

I 4 : 

had maintained that if CIA was to operate effectively, it had 
to know what was going on in U.S. establishments. The implication 
was left. that CIA was covering activities of other U.S. agencies 

tion indicating that CIA had installed a microphone in the Embassy 
in 1952 at the request of a State Department official. The Office 
of Security in State Department was contacted in an effort to 
pin this down in a more specific manner, We were told by State 
that their records did not contain any information concerning 
the microphone, 

Subsequently, a letter was transmitted to all Legal 
Attaches instructing them to be on the alert for technical 
installations which may affect Bureau operations, (Memorandum 
L'Allier to Belmont, May 2, 1960, “Installation of Microphones 
on U.S. Premises Abroad by CIA") 

50. (SPERM 

a (former Cuban Jintelligence agent and_the subject of a Bureau 
investigation, had planned to Se We BF 
nermitted a CIA representative to contact the subject in order 

oo 

to orient him so that maxinun ‘propaganda effect would be derived 
through neyspaper publicity.s—We were told that the CIA repre- (o 
sentative! fad been instructed by his headquarter 
to tell the subject that he would not be prosecuted by the U.S. “* 
Government. We complained to CIA stressing that the Agency — 
had no power or authority to promise the subject immunity. JEKOY. 
(lenorsnan L'Allier to Belmont, September 30, 1960, [Ld Ie si. (TT 

: a CIA employee, obtained a 
sition as a secretary in the Office + enorme 

Prior to receiving this job, checke Ler 
ith the Bureau. The>Liaison Agent subsequently learned that 

had informed that she was leaving her job Oss 
inquired if she could recommend somebod else. Bey 

| \ The Liaison Agent informed CIA that the Agency was 
out of line by nct first checking with the Bureau before recom- 
mending to that the Bureau was intereste{ S) 
in.developing intelligence information which might be useful 
to the U.S. Government; and that, in this instance, CIA was 
obstructing operations by not appropriately coordinating with 

aeons oe SOE re a ce 
aN ? me Cet 

a cc Bo 
_- 19 a 

= Aw Aeegerrerwyaqe rye me ae: 



- game CIA officer changed his position and admitted that CIA had oyun) CL) 
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52, CIA USE OF BUREAU INFORMATION IN 
A U.S. INTELLIGENCE BOARD DOCUMENT 

. On March 30, 1961, the Liaison Agent contacted 
Allen Dulles concerning CIA's failure to obtain Bureau clearance 
for use of our information in a U.S. Intelligence Board document. 
No known damage had been done, but the Agent stressed the sensi- 
tivity of the Bureau information. Dulles requested one of his 
subordinates to establish a procedure to prevent a recurrence 
of such errors. (Memorandum L'Allier to Belmont, March 30, 1961,.. 

"s0l0") BF () 

53. "SPY IN THE U.S." BOOK AUTHORED BY PAWEL MONAT 

In July, 1961, our Chicago Office received galley 
proofs of the book “Spy in the U.S.," written by Pawel Monat. 
A review of these proofs disclosed several references which 
portrayed our counterespionage capabilities in an unfavorable 
light. Since CIA was responsible for Monat and for any writing 
which he might perform, the matter was discussed with CIA, It 

turned out that CIA had not been following the preparation of 

the book, We were told that steps would be taken to protect 

Purceu interest, The nublishers had indicated to CIA that they 
would cooperate on changes. . Although some changes were made, 
the book still came out with some information which was not 
entirely favorable to the Bureau. (Pawel Monat, Bureau file 
105-40510) - 

54. CONFLICT WITH LEGAL ATTACHE, | [L 1961 SCY 

; < On October 6, 1961, our Legal Attache, co 
received information indicating that the[Czech Embassy fin that (v 

city was planning to protest harassment of its personnel by U.S. 

Intelligence. The Legal Attache was told by the 

that the Agency was not involved. On October 12, 1961, the jf. 

been involved to a certain extent. The Liaison Agent objected. 

to these tactics. It was important to him to w the facts 
so he could be ey ts, 1961, Vesech (Memorand 'Allier to 

Sullivan, October 18, 1961, \''Czechoslovakian Diplomatic 

Activities ed 7 
55. CIA TECHNICAL SURVEILLANCE ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES ~ 1962 

; FREIYAY 

- When he defected in December, 1961, [ D $) 

furnished information concerning alleged penetration of American 

intelligence. Inquiries and review conducted by CIA within the 

Agency suggested that a CIA intelligence officer, 

was a logical suspect. We conferred with CIA and on February 9, JFK) 

1962, we advised the Agency that we would take over the investi- 

gation, ¢ : . = 
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On February 7, 1962, Colonel Sheffield Edwards, 

Director of Security, CIA, informed the Liaison Agent that 
CIA was preparing a report containing extremely sensitive 
information, He stated that this information came from a 
sensitive source and he wag not certain as to how it should 
be handled, As a result of a discussion with Edwards on 
February 26, 1962, it ee that CIA had maintained JFKQY&) 
a technical surveillance on over an extended period. 
Edwards explained that he had beén reluctant to identify this 
‘source at an earlier date because he feared that prosecution 
could have been jeopardized and, furthermore, he did not want 
his Agency embarrassed in the event the Bureau objected to : 
CIA maintaining a capability such as technical surveillances. 
It was made emphatically clear to Edwards that it was absolutely 
necessary that we be provided with all the details and, further- 
more, that CIA, at the outset, should have apprised us of the 
existence of the coverage, The Director made the notation, 
I"Z.only wish we would eventually realize CIA can never be 
depended upon to deal forthrightly with us. Certainly my 
skepticism isn't based on prejudice nor suspicion, but on 
specific instances of all too many in number, Yet, there 
exists wistful belief that the ‘leopard has changed his 
spots.' H." (Memorandum Branigan to’ Sullivan February 27, 
1962, ["Unknown Subject; KGS Agent Kaowa as [| ple 

56. fl JFRGVLA) 
'In February, 1962, the Liaison Agent was saegcakea 

to discuss with CIA a case which, in our opinion, clearly 
indicated CIA had failed to Keep us appropriately informed 
of developments, The Bureau's original interest was initiated JFK us) | 

as a result of a discussion with CIA personnel in that 
city. tempts to get CIA replies via correspondence were 
-hegative. On February 13, 1962, the Liaison Agent discussed 
the matter with CIA and received a reply which did not adequately 
satisfy the Bureau's request. (Memorandum Donahoe to Sullivan, 
February 27, 1962, and Brennan to Sullivan, March 2, 1962; Bureau 
file[i [105-999475] © 

57, CIA WIRE TAPPING IN THE UNITED STATES 

Sometime prior to the Bay of Pigs fiasco, CIA had 
become involved in a weird plan designed to bring about the 
assassination of Fidel Castro. One of the principal ingredients 
of this plan was to be the utilization of U.S. hoodlums; CIA _ 
established contact with Robert Maheu, former Bureau Agent, who 
served as the intermediary in dealings with the notorious 
hoodiun, Sam Grancanas 
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‘that John McCone, Director of CIA, allegedly was attacking the 
Bureau in what would appear to be a vicious and underhanded 

- Drew Pearson that CIA had uncovered a plot in Mexico City 

eee CIA") 

The entire operation fell apart when we developed 
information indicating that Maheu was behind a wire tapping 
operation in Nevada, Potentially, there were elements for 
possible violation of unauthorized publication or use of 
communications, However, prosecution was out of the question 
because of the tainted involvement of CIA. (Arthur James Balletti, 
“Unauthorized Publication or Use of Communications" and meno- 
randum from the Director to Mr. Tolson, dated May 10, 1962) 

se. VS 
In October, 1962, we lodged a Geoceat with CIA 

weexude the Agency initiated operation of Cuban agents in the 
Miami area and in so doing violated Bureau jurisdiction. 
Arrangements were subsequently effected where the source in 
the matter was turned over to the Bureau for handling, (Memo- 
randum ee to Sullivan, October 29, 1962, Cy 

© . Shs a : : = 7 

‘On April 23, 1963. CIA requested: that the Bureay »» 
establish coverage on “8 visiting national, C 
immediately instituted investigation and then Boece ed that 
CIA actually had been instrumental in supporting the subject's 
trip to the United States, CIA had been endeavoring to recruit 
the subject... On April 29, 1963, a strong protest was lodged 
with General Carter, Deputy Director of CIA... (Memorandum 
Brennan to Sullivan, April 26, 1963, ([ NS) 

60, ALLEGED ATTACK ON BUREAU BY JOBN McCONE 

We received information in December, 1963, indicating 

manner, McCone allegedly informed Congressman Jerry Ford and 

indicating that Lee Harvey Oswald had received $6,500 to 
assassinate President Kennedy, The story attributed to McCone 
appeared to be related ‘to information which had come from one 
Gilberto Alvarado, a Nicaraguan national. Interrogation of 
Alvarado, including a polygraph, disclosed that he had fabricated 
his story. This had been made known to CIA and to McCone. There~ 
fore, if McCone had made the above statements to Ford and Pearson, 
it would appear that it would have been an obvious attempt to — 
ridicule the Bureau, The Liaison Agent contacted McCone on 
December 23, 1963, McCone vehemently denied the allegations. 
(Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan, December 23, 1963, "Relations 
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 z. problem for the Bureau because we would become the recipients 

61. fom NOSENKO (Ss) 

The subject is Soviet national who first made 
contact with CIA in fi962 € pressing a desire to cooperate, He 

. openly defected in {196 ae he is currently in the United States, 
He has been the source’ of%considerable controversy because of, 
questions raised pertaining to his bona fides. Early in f1964_\ Cs.) 
CIA took a very strong position indicating that [Nosenkd) was (Ss: 
a plant. The Bureau did not make. a commitment on bona fides. 
In the meantime, Nosenkoy 1though controversial, continues to 
furnish voluminous. information. 

Yt is possible that at some future date the issue of 
bona fides will be conclusively resclived and the action taken 
by the Bureau so far will have been justified. This is important 
to be kept in mind as far as the future is concerned, 

C5 
' Jf it is finally concluded ‘that [Nosenkol is a bona 

fide defector, CIA could be charged with gross mishandling of — 
the subject over a period of years. (Cruri Nosenko,\ Bureau file 

[B5-68530) 68530) (5) tee co) 
2 rr (> 

On April 13, 1964, the Liaison Agent protested to 
CIA because the Agency had failed to notify the Bureau concerning | 
the past utilization of an individual as a double agent in an 
operation. directed against the Soviets/i Mexico. The individual 
in this case was serving asf#an in Texasfin 1964 (Ss 
and because CIA did not notify us concerning the past, our interests 
‘could have been jeopardized, bearing in mind that the S 
could have been in contact with the Soviets without our knowledge. 

‘. CIA had severed its relationship with the. __——sdjprior to his(S) . 
(5) assignment in the United States, but CIA, nevertheless 

ad an Obligation to give us proper notification. (Memorandum 
Brennan to Sullivan, April 7, 1964, ["Jose Rafael Suarez~Arcos")| (6) 

63. OTA COVERT ACTIVITY | tj 1965 (SCL) JPRQYCA) 

JEKUYW We received information in June, 1965, that certain 
were representing themselves a 

We ascertained that this activity was being 
' performed in behalf of CIA, who had issued credentials to the, 5 » 

We protested, bearing in mind that the cover being used could 
cause embarrassment to the United States and could impose a 

4 pi at 
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of impersonation complaints. CIA was requested to take immediate 
steps to correct the undesirable situation. We were subsequently 
informed by CIA that the credentials had been withdrawn and that : 

the cover would no longer be used. (Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan, 
June 21, 1965, "Central Intelligence Agency - Operations 

, ee 8 
In August, 1965, both the Bureaw and CIA had an 

| interest in assessing the potential utilizztion of the services 

; wa of a Haitian texile residing in the United States 69 
JFKO ‘) We were interested in [____]b@cause he potentially could furnish@) 

' \ information concerning/Haitian[exiles in this country and thefs}, 

: eee) Agency wanted to utilize oe overseas intelligence operations &) 

ie We informed CIA that[ _|would notbe made available to the(S) 
Agency. CIA appealed and asked that we reconsider our position 
because of the potentially high value of in the proposed(S) 
CIA operation. While we were negotiating™with CIA, we determined 
that the Agency was already in contact with the subject and was 

conferring with him. We subsequently protested to the Agenc JFECIIGND 
who claimed that it had not been out of line in contacting GS 

- because the Agency had maintained a relationship with him in the 
f 

past. We did not accept this explanation. (Memorandum Bronnan 

to Sullivan, September 2, 1965, Ls) JEP CIA) 

65. INSECURE HANDLING OF opus t] INFORMATION SS, (>) IFK LYCO) 
(S : ‘ 

+ «By letter dated{December 2, [1965,(CIA informed om 
us) that one of its representatives had notified the U.S. Ambassador 

in Yauene| Ese the newly designated (Soviet]Military Attache i 

(Rangoon ad cooperated with the FBI prior to leaving the Unite S 

Statesfin 1963/fahd that he had remained in contact following 
his return to oscow \@This all pertained to a sensitive Bureau 

source who had been transferred by the [Soviet{Government fro ay) (2 

Moscow] to (ihe Soviet/Embassy in[Burma.] By letter dated December 3¢ 

965->Twe made a strong protest to CIA charging that Agency With) OD 

violating an understanding relative to] the Tophat operation (8) jevare 

Admiral Raborn, then Director of CIA, te ephonically contacte 

the Director, made reference to our communication, acknowledged 

that his man had been-out of line, but did express concern 

that the Bureau's displeasure had been placed in writing. The, 

Director made it crystal clear that he was not happy with the 

unauthorized action taken by CIA and instructed that no further 

operational activity be taken with regard tofTophatJuntil we) (v) 

determined what CIA planned to do concerning the matter. 

(Memorandum Brennan to Sullivan, }Becember 2, (1965, "Tophat Ty 
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Instructions were sent to the field and we then learned in 
New York City that CIA allegedly planned to make a recruitment 
approach. The matter was taken up with CIA headquarters and 
a protest was made because of the wide discrepancy in the 
reports we received on CIA_intentions. (M morandum Brennan to 
Sullivan, April 18, 1966, (5) JPLUYA) 

67. PASSING OF BUREAU DOCUMENTS TO 
SENATOR ROBERT .C, BYRD BY CIA EMPLOYEE - 1966 

In September, 1966, we developed information indicating 
that copies of FBI documents had been passed to Senator Byrd by 
CIA. The matter was discussed with the Director of CIA and the JPR | 
Agency subsequently conducted an investigation and established Oye) 
that one of its euployeed) 2 st) bad submitted(S 
‘a name check request to the Bureau concerning one gS 

yee? who was the subject of the material in question. a. ime 

S had a responsibility of handling name check requests for 
CIA and, in this connection, was in contact with our Name Check 
Section, He admitted that he iristituted a name check on eae OA ~~ 
the cuff basis" for another CIA employee named([_ CW'S) FeO NCB 

It is my recoilection that one or buth CIA employees 
were subsequently fired «= or asked to resign. (Memorandum 
Brennan to Sullivan, September 21, 1966, "Leak of FBI Documents 
Concerning’ «dE Senator Robert C. Byrd") Sle) 

68. [ALLncED COMPROMISE OF BUREAU DOUBLE acer [x (») 

ee (an March, 1967, we protested to CIA in connection 
with a matter relating j our mutua, nterest ina = 
connected with orporationhj ewark, New Jerse (v) 
We were utilizing as aGouble agent in an opera ion sy 
directed against YwSCIA had established a relation~ 
ship with the same person for the purpose of acquiring positive | 

intelligence relating to the field of Sour[Newarkl@Scty) 
Office received information indicating that a CIA office 
without, authorization, compromised our relationship with the 

by discussing the matter with the president of th (2) 
firm. (Memorandum Sullivan to Deloach, March 15, 1967, 
("NK 2264-S, IS - R") 

69. ALO) . 
In July, 1967, we protested to CIA in a case where 

the Agency allegedly had failed to report to us concerning a 

communication which a Cuban exile, residing in the United States, | 

had received from the Cuban Intelligence Service. The particular 

communication had instructed the exile to initiate preparations © 
eee em ene te Sele TR 



for the handling of an intelligence assignment in the United 
States. CIA claimed that the exile had been reluctant to 
operate in this country and CIA then instructed him not to 

respond to the communication received from Cuba. We took the 

position that despite this reluctance on the part of the exile, 
the Bureau had been entitled to have had the opportunity to 
make its own assessment. (Memorandum Brennan Sullivan, 
July 20, 1967, hs - Cuba" as 

70, CIA AND ITS INVOLVEMENT IN LEGISLATION (sy JFRONE) 
DEALING WITH THE "ERVIN BILL" 

On June 5, 1969, information was received indicating 
that Richard Helms had sent Senator Sam Ervin three proposed 

amendments to the legislation being proposed by the Senator, | 

‘all dealing with the protection of the constitutional rights 
of Government employees. We had been following developments 
relating to this proposed legislation because the provisions 

had a very definite bearing'on Bureau operations. The proposed 

amendments made by Helms included exemptions from certain 
. provisions of the Bill for FBI, CIA, and the National Security 

- Agency, These amendments, were suggested by CIA without prior 

consultation with the Bureau. The Director made the notation, 

"This presumptuous action of Helms! is astounding." (M. A. Jones 

to Bishop memorandum, June 6, 1969, "S. 782; Protection of 

Constitutional Rights of Government Employees to Prevent 

Unwarranted Invasion of Their Privacy") 

71.. CIA COVERAGE OF BUREAU LEADS 
Historically, CIA's coverage of Bureau leads had 

been decidedly spotty from the standpoint of delivering 

-gatisfactory content and servicing the leads within a reasonable 

period of time, It would be necessary to review hundreds, if 
not thousands, of files to document what we consider delays in 
following our leads. It should be noted that CIA, organizationally, 

has never maintained an atmosphere of discipline in any way 

comparable to that of the Bureau. Matters are not followed 
as promptly and responsibility is not firmly fixed, This 
evaluation is made in Tight of standards followed by the Bureau. 

We continually prod and push CIA for responses. To develop all 

of the evidence to explain these delays would require an inspection 

of CIA operations, CIA has given the following types of-.responses: 

hazards of adverse operating conditions in backward countries; 

limited personnel; undue exposure to hostile intelligence, police, 

and security services; pressures placed on the Agency on priority 

of 
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targets quite often dealing with political crises in foreign 

countries. Although CIA has not ventured to emphasize the 

point, it is believed that in many instances it has not pro- 

duced satisfactorily and efficiently because of the absence 

of reliable sources. : 

72, LACK OF PROPER ORIENTATION OF BUREAU. 
RESPONSIBILITIES AND JURISDICTION | 

Although there has been decided improvement in 

‘ pecent years, the Liaison Agent continues to note a definite 

lack of knowledge of FBI responsibilities and jurisdiction on 

the part of CIA employees. They do receive some training a1 

this regard, but the impression is left that such training 

could be much more extensive. The Bureau's Liaison Agent has 

lectured to hundreds of CIA employees in the last few years 

and this has produced significant signs of concrete benefits. 

CIA employees encountered the Liaison Agent on a very regular 

basis and asked questions pertaining to our responsibilities. 

‘Nevertheless, there is room for much improvement. 

73. CIA POLICY REGARDING DISSEMINATION TO OUR LEGAL ATTACHES 

There has been a sore spot in connection, with CIA 

policy relating to its_dissemination of information| at a local 

level in our embassies.] This policy allegedly has applied th8CO9) 

all other agencies and includes our Legal Attaches. CIA has 

maintained that unless the information it develops or receives 

is in the immediate jurisdiction of a particular agency, it 

will only disseminate at the Seat of Government. As an example, 

if CIA received information concerning the existence of a U.S. 

criminal fugitive in a foreign country, it would disseminate 

to the Legal Attache. However, if the information falls within 

the area of intelligence, which includes subversive activities, 

the Agency has stated that under its system the information is 

considered to be "raw material" and that it must be evaluated 

at headquarters and reviewed in the context of what has been 

received from other countries, and then disseminated to inter- 

ested customers. We have not raised an issue, but dissemination 

regarding political conditions in a country where the ‘Legal 

Attache is assigned could be useful because it would further 

orient him in his dealings with foreign officials. There have 

been exceptions where the CIA/chief in an area, on his own 

initiative,] has given such information to our Legal Attache AS (Y 

After CIA disseminates at headquarters, we are in a position |. 

to communicate the information to our Legal Attaches. This 

helps, but it would be much more convenient for the Legal 

Attache to receive itfat the local tever JEXCv) : 
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Le SECHEL : 
: There are situations where CIA offices abroad 

receive information regarding a subject, such as an alleged 
spy traveling to the United States, or the case abroad 
-gimply-has ramifications in this country. In these instances, 
CIA has followed a definite pattern over the years of not 
furnishing such information to the Legal Attache, but 
disseminating to us at Seat of Government, Here again, CIA 
has maintained that its headquarters must review the data and 
make the decision regarding dissemination. We have not raised 
am issue. We could by claiming that the Legal Attache could 

~ 

be useful in evaluating the case and being in a position to 
follow Bureau interests as soon as possible. However, if we 
pushed for a change in current conditions, we should consider 
that the Legal Attaches possibly could inherit responsibilities 
abroad which might present risks or operational headaches. 

(Fo ral years there existed a coordinating 
mechanism in headed by CIA, This was a committee 
headed by the Agency and composed of representatives of other 
U.S, agencies, The committee reviewed espionage and counter- 
espionage developments in[___—s«diyt which had a bearing on U.S. 
interests. If a problem of operational jurisdiction arose 
among the U.S. agencies, the committee mechanism was used' to 
establish an agreed-to operating agreement, Quite often various 
responsibilities were divided among the different agencies. |E5)-(0) 
It is my recollection that the Bureau has not been intereste 
in becoming a part of such a committee, If we did, we could 
end up with responsibilities not entirely agreeable to us, 

474, SOME PAST HISTORY WHICH IS VERY RELEVANT 

When evaluating our relationship with CIA, including 
" our grievances, it is believed that we cannot overlook the 
relevancy of the serious differences we experienced with the 
Office of Strategic Services (OSS) during World War II. The 
seeds leading to the establishment of CIA came from OSS. William 
Donovan, who was the head of OSS, has been referred to as the 
"Father of CIA," 

There were instances when OSS blatantly ignored FBI 
jurisdiction and failed to coordinate on numerous matters, There 
asa number of CIA -officials who obviously had a definite dislike 

for the Bureau. The loose administration of OSS, its employment 
of known. subversives, its alleged penetration by the Soviets, 
and its attitude toward the Russian Government at the time posed 
serious problems to the Bureau, At one point OSS was actually 
giving serious consideration to establishing liaison with the 
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NKVD. Because a substantial number of OSS officials subsequently 
became important figures within CIA, it would be logical to 
assume that the FBI was justified in being most prudent, if not 
circumspect, in dealings with the Agency. 

When evaluating its position in 1970, the Bureau 
rightfully cannot forget the troubles with OSS. At the same 
time, it would be most unwise if we neglected to examine the 
role played by the Bureau when we disbanded our SIS operations 
in 1947. Ina matter of hours, we destroyed hundreds of files 
in our SIS offices abroad, and we did not turn over to CIA a 
large number of sources and informants. There have been many 
ex-Agents who had been connected with SIS, who were familiar . 
with the file destruction operation, and who later became 
-connected with CIA. It is possible that the Agency could 
argue that the actions by the Bureau were detrimental to U. Ss, 
interests and impaired CIA's early efforts to establish desired 

coverage in Latin America. 
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M emorandum 

‘Mr. @. D. DeLoach | . ‘DATE: March 7, 1970 

FROM =: W, C, Sullivan ’ a ponorle : 

: : | ; cuootel BY ee veniee 
SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA a, 

. ESTABLISHNENT OF BUREAU LIAISON Peco oe as 

‘5 
' Stem number 25 in the. material aabukered to the Director 

§),2Y SA Sam Papich in his memorandum of 3/5/70, discusses a trip to 
by Legal Attache (Legat),P?4acke 1960 to explore arrange- 

ments for liaison with Soptepriate Ce aplsthors tien It is given 
as an instance CIA could cite as an FBY failure to coordinate with 
them in line with National Security Council Directives. . 

WAKE reportedly raised questions, indicating FBI 
should first reach agreement with CIA, which he said had previously 
handled all relations with[_— Jauthoritiesy¥S)Papich. -Says CIA 
Director, Allen Dulles, later expressed disappointment that we 
did not contact CIA beforehand but that an agreement satisfactory 
to all concerned was eventually worked out. Papich also says that 
in late 1959 we gave consideration to establishing a Legat in 
Denmark but did not inform CIA. Oss -our intentions. 

ORMATION CONTAINED 

@ 
ana tnt HEREIN IS UNOLASSTFISD BXCHES 

SE SHOWN OTRERWISE. —, 

ty bike 

In contemplation of ene stationing of a ‘Legat in : Henmanic: 
Bulet of 12/7/59 instructed Legat,PAAté , to broaden 1ifison 
contacts in Scandinavian countries and told LEGAT, PLACE to make 
exploratory contacts with appropriate authorities in Cs 

. for the same purpose. Since we had told State by letter of 3/10/35 
_ that we would eee requests for investigations and name checks 
for the é nly when received through formal State channels, 
we dgstate of our intention to make exploratory contacts wih 
the egarding regular lixison arrangements, and State 
approved, State sent a letter to the U. 8. Embassy at 3D és) 
on 12/17/59, advising of the Bureau's: intention,’ but it apparently 
did not get to Mane ‘prior to beget Ss trip tol Pies) 

CS 
- On 1/4/60 Legat, Phares called od athe from PLACE ‘and 

ye) __arranged to .call on «them on 1/7/60. reported the call to 

me ee CLAS ' who een STATE DSPAPT HET . 

Aa? . On 1/7/60 the Director received a letter of 1/5/60 
from. VAKE in which he said he was disturbed about the manner . 
in which he had learned of the Legat's proposed visit. While 
offering to assist the Bureau, MAH/& spoke of the long standing 

seis) feontractual and financial arrangements CIA had with and 6s) 
. suggested the Director and Allen Dulles discuss the matter if 

"SERTHORAD SoU WMORWATONG ieee) 
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Memorandum to Kr. C. D. DeLoach Se ae 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

2 ESTABLISHMENT OF BUREAU LIAISON 
WITH 

y FeV) ae : 

. On 1/7/69, Legat met with |VAuUe Lae. 
CIA Aes prior €o: VicLeine Dov ersce. 2s 
that he was to erpiene the possioi lity of -elrscek -centace wecs 

(L__) concerning exchange of information bearing on U.S. intcrran 
- geturity matters. He said he would not be operational and tant 

the contemplated iiaison could not reas sonably cause incovteroncs 
t rw) 

(2) 

“Oe 
‘however, 

o—) 
‘abroad, 

a 

with: the existing CIA arrangement. gyn Lie WAGE 
er Dte es cs misgivings that the might Be cont fused, NO wecuess 
was made to refrain from contacting he CLA representative 
said he had requested his headquarters for “comment on ica rning 
of the provosed vis 
Legat later brieied VAME ; 2 on the results of 

who were friendly but deferred a final his visit to 

commitment, referring to thé existing "American arrangement.! 

it: of Legat but had not received a reply. 

1/13/60 the Director thanked VANE. 
assist, and Said Bureau interests in 

S and ere under discussion with | 
Allen Dulles. Ways was ‘aiso assured our proposed contacts with 
the were paves tiaison in nature; that while we wouid . 
keep CIA advised of itens’ of interest to it in connection with 
its responsibilities abroad, it was not believed necessary to 
go beyond the U.S. Intelligence Board Directive of 12/8759 in 
coordinating with CIA matters taken up with Sphat 
Directive says CIA shall be responsible for Gd6rdinafion of all 
U.S. Liaison which concerns clandestine inteitieence activities 

which invoive foreign clandestine services, Paragraph 10, 
says the Directive does not apply to any liaison 

relationship concerned with U.S, internal security functions, . 
or with criminal or disciplinary matters weich are not directly 
related to foreign espionage or clandestine COUA EE HHbeA EAE SnEes 

By letter of 
_: for his offer to 

Scandinavian countr? 

On 1/13/60 Papich explained to Allen Salles and oy 
the. reasons for our contacts in Scandinavian countries and 
exploring possible establishment of a Legat in Denmark. 

When Papich challenged them to cite any Bureau failure to comply 
with the Directive for coordination of U.S, lisison act Tsities 

UANE immediately stated there were ho LoS eel oS. 
In answer to Specific invitation by Davich 
or problems, Dulles stated that neltner 
had any complaints; that he was WOrSoncis5 
being contacted in the beginning; put 
all possible assistancs.. (DuiLes aia .§ : S ar te 7 eS i 

letter to V4ne >which resulted in a joint #31{_df Ls 
at which direct PBIL_ [liaison was agreed upon). meeting on 4/8/60, 

=< _ {SECRET 

~ 

Soca aves 
- eo am fe A ee 

Net ee 

“pn 
oak 

oe - kat Aan. Wes ‘tesco: Me ee eR ee ey 
. 



Memorandum to Mr. C. D, DeLoach 7 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA erenr 

ESTABLISHMENT OF BUREAU LIAISON  SEDHE 
.. WITH 

= 1960 
spe) (S 

- On memorandum HAHE to HANS... of 1/14/60, 
concerning the 1/13/60 meeting of Papich, Dulles and VAMHE 
Director noted : “1, Well handled by Papich. 2. All of 
the turmoil developing in this situation could have been 
avoided if we had properly contacted Dulles and also 
followed through with State. H." 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None, ‘We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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SUBJECT: KPELATIONS WITH CENTRAL - oe ee 

% ee Angleton noted that in ree intt to 
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ey - Mr, DeLoad@® ) 
Memorandum i= Me. Sullivan” 

ee ‘14; 1970. 

ME. i Deloach - a | “DATE: 

: W. C, Sullivas 
. Met ees : ’ . “ 

* * we . . . ors a ered" * “ Pig te Petey C4 Se TS Spade ne Sie se ia . ree te vie . voy r i . mee 4 

INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) - ae Bs peor 

_ Reference my memorandum 3/ 30/70 summarizing pr snaanls of 
. CIA Director Helms regarding FBI-CIA coordination in intelligence collection 

- activities. Director approved : meetings between CIA and Bureau representa- 

tives to further explore these matters. SS a 

On afternoon of 4/13/70, tabsasion D, E. ‘sone and myself met 
briefly with Mr. James Angleton, Chief, ‘Counterintelligence Staff, CIA, 
and Mr. W. Scott Miler of his staff. "This session was strictly exploratory 

- in nature and was aimed at defining the scope and limitations of our 
.. discussions with CIA on the points in question. Angleton noted that CIA 

DA mn Als mm masirs es NEN 
Director Helms wili be closely fulluwing Use vuicome oF ftnesc Ca SCUGosOnS 

and is personally interested in resolving any current problems in this area. 

Mr. Angleton indicated that CLA would like to direct initial attention 
to two of the items cited by Helms, namely, the question of audio (electronic 
surveillance) coverage and the sug gestion that FBI and CIA specialists in the 
communist bloc field hold periodic seminars to coordinate our information. 

- The Bureau's position regarding electronic surveillance coverage, as 
“+ outlined in the Director's letter to Helms 0438/31/70, was reitereated with 

emphasis upon the problems such coverage often pose with regard to 
probecnyen as well as adverse BURG reaction to this type coverage. 

7 made the point that the Bureau has not: received the necessary 
support in this area from responsible quarters; that in the past the Bureau 
had a substantial amount of coverage of this type in the interest of both our 
own counterintelligence responsibilities as well as the national security - 
interest but that we have had to retrench in recent years largely as a result 
of the lack of support for such operations. 

Soar TN st ane hed 
: CIA's conieett for atone 

coverage of two Indian nationals who were suspected KGB agents in the Fall 
of 1969, the Bureau had a stéd that they ‘ase this.matterup with the 
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| Memorandum 
TO : My. C. D. DeLoach DATE: 3/6/70 

S030~186 

FROM : W, C, Sullivan) 

SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WiTH CENTRAL rap BY . INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) mh ceinee 

CIA REQUEST FOR BUREAU LECTURE on 
ON COMMUNISM IN THE U. S. | : 

{tem Number 15 in the material submitted to the Director 
by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses the Director's 
refusal of a 1958 CIA request for WAMHE to lecture 
on communism before a CIA group. Papich stated that CIA accepted 
this as an affront and a blatant refusal to cooperate on a most 
ampoptent Subject of interest to both agencies, 

The files disclose that by letter. 9/25/58 ese by 
MAM , CIA requested WAME to address a selected 

group i CIA personnel on the communist movement in the U. S. 
CIA suggested dates of 12/9,10,or 11/58. The Director by routing 
Slip attached to MAME — letter commented, “It seems strange 
that CIA should seek this when its top representative in 
considers FBI as a bunch of mere ‘flatefeet' and the dangérs 
of communism as something conjured up in the minds of the FBI, 
But then again I note request doesn't come from the Diréctor 
nor even the Deputy Director of CIA," 

& z 

Memorandum WVAME to MAME dated 10/1/58 
made reference to CIA's pyequest arfd the Director's comments, It 
recommended that the best interests of the Bureau would be served 
by giving this lecture, not because of the information which 
could be conveyed to CIA on communism in the U. S., but because 
it would give MAME an opportunity to raise 2 number of 
questions himself of the group concerning CIA's own activities 
in the field of communism. It was pointed out that it could be 
‘considered a bit of a challenge to see how much thé FBI could 
learn about the operation of CIA during the course of the lecture 
and discussion rather than the converse. HAMS recommended 
that the request be declined and the Director concurred commenting, 
"We cannot make MAME available to this outfit." ., 

NATIONAL SECURITY INFORMATION 
Unauthorized Disclosure 

Subject to Criminal Sanctions. 
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Memorandum 

FROM 

SUBJECT ‘RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

a : i 

Mr. C. D. DeLoach. - DATE: March 6, 1970 
or Sad a1 , 

i 

Mr. W. C. Sullivan wee 6 
DECUASSIFIED BY $f Ye fet mM — 
oR Ic 1 Of 

ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA 2 | 

Item number 31, "alleged penetration of “CIA, in: the 
‘material submitted to the Director by SA Sam Papich in his 
memorandum of 3/5/70 discusses allegations made by. 

MARE regarding recruitment of four 
CIA employees by the Soviet Committee for State Security era 
that CIA requested full investigation which we declined. 

“BACKGROUND OF CASE AME AMO 
IDENTIFYING DATA alleged that the. KGB had 
penetrated CIA through an individual having the code name VWAWME 
In an effort to identify this penetration CIA vrovided VYAME - 

‘with information regarding many anes scneke Who had worked for 
CIA in Germany, 

tS MV4AHE identified two individuals at various times 
as MAHE and in each instance investigation "washed out" the 
identification. WAME finally identified WAME as one 

MAMA a former employee of CIA. During the course of 
extensive document reviews HAMA. became acquainted with 
“background of various individuals who had worked in Germahy at 
the time VANE did. WAME identified four present employees 
of CIA with unknown subjects who had come to his attention Viele 

. he was active in the KGB. 

‘PROBLEM! WITH CIA | CIA wanted the Bureau to undertake full- 
' Scale investigation of its four-employees based solely on 

M4AM& 's allegations. y 

DISPOSAL OF PROBLEM WITH CIA By letter of February 26, 1965, CIA . 
Was iniormed there appeared to be no basis at that time for a 
full-scale investigation of these men by the FBI on ‘the basis of 
allegations by MAMS . With regard to any investigation in the 
United States concerning two of the men, a conclusion would: be 
made following completion of the investigation of KAMA 
and interviews of MAMA Based upon the investigation 

_ OfVAHE and the interviews of MAME! », CIA was 

NATIONAL SECURTTY 

3 

informed by letter of July 20, 1965, that nothing had been developed 
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\ ' ‘Reference is made to the memezandum W, C. Sullivan 
to C. D. DeLoach dated 3/5/70, captioned‘ as above, At that 
time the Director was advised this Division would make an 
analysis of each situation cited in the memorandum of 

. Special Agent Sam J. Papich relative to grievances which CIA * 

might hold in connection with relations with the FBI. i‘ 

Enclosed will be found an analiysis of 38 items 
(2 are contained in one memorandum, maxing a total of 37 

memoranda), In substance our analysis does not show any 

-yeal reason why CIA would raise any isme in connection with | 
37 out of the 38 items. The recommendsli action in each of 
these cases would logically close the mtter,. In cone memorandum, 

the 37th item, RBRea, ‘4+ is recommended that a carefully worded _.- 

letter to CIA outlining policy and the basic elements of ae 
intelligence and counterintelligence waok affecting the | Se 

United States be sent to that Agency. The purpose of this is 

to protect the Bureau by giving CIA a diance to make any : 

comments, if it has any, in regard to tle current utilization 

‘of sources and facilities affecting both CIA and the Bureau. 3 

‘ ' If CIA replies that it is satisfied wit the current intelli- , 

gence conditions in this area, we will gut this particular ‘ 

matter to rest and we will have their Netter in the file. : 

\ 2 This Division will take any and all steps to comply 
whith the Director's wishes in this matter and in any other 

con erning which this Division is involved. } 

RECOMMENDATION: 
“For thecinformation of the Iimector. 
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ELATIO Pp ec) 

Item number one in the material submitted to “the 

Director by ’ Special “Agent (SA) Sam Papich in his morandum . 
3/5/70 discusses the case a ee ames Jun cry) 

BACKGROUND OF CASE eee a Hollywood motion picture 
producer, was recruited by soviet intelligence in 1935, From 
1947 to 1957 he was operated as a double agent by: the FBI, This 
was an extremely sensitive counterintelligence operation involving 
Soviet intelligence activities in the United States in which 
Morros traveled behind the Iron Curtain for meetings with his 
Soviet principals, . 

& Oe) 
Information obtained by from his Soviet contacts 

was disseminated to interested agencies, including the Central 
Intelligence Agency. On January 25, 1957, Jack Soble, Myra Soble, 
and Jacob Albam were arrested in New York on charges of conspiracy 
to commit espionage against the United States, 

; x 

PROBLEM wiTn cra %*#%Gn March 16, 1954, the Bureau disseminated 
information received from|_ to heads of the various 
intelligence agencies, including,CIA, By letter of March 27, 1954, 
Lieutenant General C, P, Cabell, Acting Director of CIA, 
criticized the information and, in effect, characterized it as_ 
"fabrication or the product of a paper mill," which conclusion 
Cabell stated had been applied to many similar disseminations in 
the past from apparently the same source. By letter of April 5, 
1954, the Bureau informed CIA that it was believed that no useful 
purpose would be served in making any future dissemination to 
CIA of information received from this source, 

On April 9, 1954, Mr. Allen Dulles, then Director of 
CIA, advised Liaison Agent Papich that he had been looking into the 
matter and there was no question in his mind but that his agency 
had acted stupidly in transmitting such a letter to the Bureau, 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
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By letter of April 21, 1954, Mr. Dulles stated that 
CIA would appreciate it if the eau ld kindly continue 
to send reports from the source which relate “SFROVA) 
to matters of foreign intelligence, By letter of April 29, 1954, 
the Director expressed the opinion that no useful purpose. 
would be served by disseminating to CIA information received 
from the source in the future. 

Nevertheless, memorandum Branigan to Belmont dated 
April 28, 1954, po t that when and if the Bureau receives 

er lin the future of a type required 
by National Security Council Directiveto be furnished to CIA, 
it should be carefully evaluated and a decision made at that time 
as to the officials and agencies of the Government to whom it 
should be disseminated. The Director noted "OK but before anything 
goes to CIA from this souree I want to pass on it. This 
restriction does not apply to dissemination to other agencies. H" 

_ Subsequent to the foregoing three disseminations were 
made rested agencies, including CIA, based on information 
from during October and December, 1954, and appropriate 
disseminatidOn was made thereafter with the Director’ Ss approval, 

As the time grew near for prosecutive action, the 
Department requested the Bureau to check with CIA to see if 
Department attorneys could interview Soviet intelli oe 
defector then in custody of CIA nanegf— re FLAY) 
Accordingly, the Director authovized an ora yiefing of Mr. Dulles 
and on 1/8/57 he_and James Angleton of his staff were generally 
briefed on the and the contemplated prosecution, They were 

r furnished with bac ound data concerning subjects residing in 
France, eect | CIA was requested to search 
the nameS of individuals involved in the case and was ° 
asked regarding identities of CIA employees who might have 
information of pertinence concerning te Hare OD 

On March 4, 1957, Mr. James Angleton informed the liaison 
agent of resentment on one part of CIA employees and OLna cree. 
based upon the following ; 

SECRET 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
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(1) CIA feels it should have been advised much 
earlier concerning those aspects of the case relating to 
CIA employees, 

(2) Leads were given to CIA at the same time the 
case was publicized and, therefore, CIA was handicapped. 

(3) The failure to coordinate the French aspects 
of the case with CIA permitted the French intelligence 
agencies to play a dominant role in the European 
investigation. 

(4) CIA fears the Bureau had not told it all there~ 
was to know about the case that CIA should have SHOW e 

DISPOSAL OF PROBLEM WITH CIA The Bureau. took the position 
that any necessary investigation looking toward prosecution 
in countries where Bureau had a Legal Attache would be 
referred by the Legal Attache to the appropriate investigative 
agency of that country. In those countries where the Bureau 
did not have a Legal Attache, request for investigation would 
be channelled through CIA, because the[ —"__]vere in Sreavusy 
France, the interrogation of the was handled by 
request from the Legal Attache to the French, JFkONU) 

JFeO\~) [______] during World War II had been with the 
Office of Strategic Services and had contacts later with CIA 
personnel, Prior to decision on prosecution we did not JFK GA) 
disseminate information regarding the[ because we 
feared the effects of compromise from possible leaks would 
endanger the life of our source, This was particularly true 
in view of CIA's expressed attitude in 1954, Some leads had 
been given to CIA over two weeks before the arrests of the 
subjects in the United States. .Leads were not given earlier 
because of the fear of possible compromise, As far as 
coordinating the French aspects of the case were fconcerned, 
it is doubted that CIA could have exerted any control over the 
French investigation after the French had the information. 
There was a distinet difference in this case between 
intelligence information and evidence in support of prosecutive 

action, 

SECRET 
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EGRET (s) 
Recently the /British MI~5) representat; ve in a JEKU)Y 

Washington hassmade some inquiries relating to 
indicating thé british] h) may now peldeve(e 1 was either JF oe) 
known to the Soviets e fiyitish agent or was under their control. 
It is not ae if the-/Britishjhave discussed this matter 

with CIA. 

_ RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None, We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
BUREAU OPERATIONS IN| BRGHARSUITED EY, ental 

Item number two in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum dated 3/5/70 states 
that during the 1950's, CIA periodically complained that the. 
operations of our office inf jn specifically those 
involving the operating of informants and the penetration of 
the Communist Party of [__—| violated the understanding that 
this office was to act only as a liaison post. He also states 
CIA has informally raised questions on our running informants 
in jand. still being’able to comply with Directives requiring 
coordination of overseas clandestine counterintelligence 
operations under CIA. He states comments by CIA officials 
along above lines have been casual and informal and indicate 
the situation has been a potential issue rather than an actual 
conflict or disagreement, The essence of his remarks in this 
item is that the Bureau is vulnerable to criticism by CIA 
because of our operations in 

Review of our files fail to reveal receipt of any 
formal protest by CIA concerning these matters. We have been 
operating (alongside cra]in __|Isince 1947 In 1951, 

a | Inspector V, P, Keay, ter visiting reported 
that CIA was not adequately investigating matters tnt] PRC) 
affecting the internal security of the U.S, and recommended . 
that after properly advising CIA,. Legat, be instructed 
to undertake such investigations. The Executive Conference 
considered this problem on 4/19/51 and decided we should extend 
our coverage int |but should not reach any, understanding 
with CIA regarding these increased activities. ‘It was_decided, 
however, to advise CIA in writing of this problem in 
in order to fix responsibility on that Agency and such a letter 
was sent on 5/1/51. A copy is attached. 

eS 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA ae 

BUREAU OPERATIONS IN MEXICO - SFURET 

In 10/51, almost simultaneously, our Legats in 
eported instances of CIA 

officials openly challenging our operations, generally 
on the grounds that we were violating CIA overseas 
jurisdiction. Inspectors V. P. Keay and DeLoach personally 
and forcefully brought these instances to the attention of 
General Walter B. Smith, Director of CIA, in a heated exchange 
on 10/24/51, Out of this meeting developed a luncheon on 11/7/51 
attended by the Director, Bureau officials and General Smith, 
who was accompanied by several officers of his Agency. 
According to a memorandum, D. M. Laddto the Director, dated 
11/7/51, CIA recognized our presence abroad and both agencies 
pledged cooperation and coordination through greater liaison 
so as to prevent conflict and competition in these closely 
associated operations. During the ensuing 19 years, the 
Bureau continued to operate in[ _—ijand on occasions 
moderately expanded its activities in order to meet its 
needs, During this lengthy period, there were no serious 
problems with CIA, with reference to our[ ss fof fice. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, 
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BY SPECIAL MESSENGER 

Date: May 1, 1952 

Tos Director 
Central intelligence Agency 
2430 E Street, Northvest 
Washington, D. Cc. 

Attention: Major General ¥. G. Wyman -_ | 
Office of Special Operations) Fk ()(8) 

From: John Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Subject: COVERAGE OF ACTIVITIES OF 
AMERICAN COMMUNISTS IN MEXICO 

Reference is made to recent discussions between representa 
¥%) tives of the Office of (Special Operations-CIA|and Special Agent C. D, 

Saat of the Federal eau of Investigation regarding the captioned 
matter, it is understood that your representatives pointed out that 

e\.. the [Mexico City station of CIA] with its limited personnel, attempted 

Se to follow movements of American Communists as well as possible, 
however, it would be impossible to guarantee an advance report in 
each individual case when the Communist member in question is about 
to serurn to the United States, 

You will recall that the following suggestions were 
offered by your representatives in connection with this matter: 

(1) Utilization of the Immigration and Naturalization 
be Service Watch List. f 

(2) Advice from FBI as to whether the Mexican Police 
‘Z could be used in handling cases. 

Sedat (3) Advice from the FBI to CiA indicating which cases 
ztboneh . . B8Ye nost important so that those cases could be 

given preferred attention. 
Walters ee 

CU Yt was indicated by the CIA representatives that possibly 
ren the adoption of these suggestions sta in some manner assist them 
Sole «ae i HTT 
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SECRET 
The FBI, of course, fully realizes the difficult problems 

involved.in surveilling American Communists in foreign countries, 
At the same time, however, it must be pointed out that in the present 
emergency each individual Communist investigation, routine or 
otherwise, should receive proper attention when the subject concerned 
travels to foreign countries, As you no doubt realize, the Communist 
Party, U.S.A., represents a potential force as far as espionage 
and sabotage operations are concerned, Therefore, even minor 
menbers of the Party could become involved in delicate operations. 
As pointed out in the discussions between Mr, DeLoach and representa 
tives of your agency, the travels of Communists from the United 
States to Mexico are very likely to become much greater, thereby 
proposing a more serious problem than is now faced, 

The FBI has for some time utilized the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service Watch List as a source of information concerning 
the travel of Communists, Although representing an excellent method 
of ascertaining this type of information, at the same time the FBI 
is not afforded any advance warning from this. source as to the return 
of the Communist. Party member to the United States. Therefore, the 
investigation of that member becomes delinquent in view of the fact 
active investigation is not initiated at the time of his re-entry. 
It is, therefore, believed that this particular source of information 
would not’ be satisfactory in lieu of information from your agency 
which would notify us in advance of the return to the United States 
of the Communist Party member in question. 

With respect to the FBI advising your agency when the 

services of the Mexican Police may,be utilized in individual cases, 
this Bureau will be most-happy to advise you of those "sensitive 
cases" which are considered too delicate for referral to the Mexican 
Police, or foreign factions. With regard to the remainder of 

investigations, however, we shall defer to your judgment as to 

whether you wish to utilize the Mexican Police or not, The 

jurisdiction of the Office of Special Operations in foreign 
intelligence matters allows for a more over-all knowriedge of the 

Mexican Police than this Bureau presently possesses. Therefore, we. 

suggest that you weigh the facts in each individual case and consider 

whether the Mexican Police should be called in or not. - 

Concerning the ranking importance of cases, 4¢ is’ the 

opinion of this Bureau that the facts provided your agency in each 

individual case will determine the methods of investigation you 

. wish to apply. It is not, therefore, considered necessary for the 

FBI to point out the importance of each matter referred to your 
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SECRET 
As suggested by your representatives, we will be most 

happy to hold a conference with your Mexican supervisory personnel 
at any time concerning discussions, of investigations in Mexico. 
It is additionally suggested, however, that you advise your field 
representatives in Mexico City to contact the FBI's Legal Attache 
regarding coordination of the same matters in that locality. 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
THE ABEL CASE 

Item #3 in the material submitted to the Director by 
SA Sam Papich in his memorandum of March 5, 1970, discusses the 
Abel case, 

Kecomaine to Papich, CIA felt it was not given proper 
recognition for its contribution in the case, in that it took the 
risk and responsibility of transporting Hayhanen from Paris to the 
U, S. in 1957 after the Bureau declined to become involved in this 
transportation; that after a short handling period in the U. 5, the 
Bureau dropped Hayhanen, an alcoholic, because he became a problem 
and CIA took the responsibility of safeguarding him, giving the 
Bureau free access to him and time to develop leads leading to the 
apprehension of Abel; that CIA was responsible for making Hayhanen 
mentally and physically capable to testify at the Abel trial; also, 
CIA incurred heavy expenses, all for the benefit of the Bureau; 
further, the Bureau never thanked CIA for its cooperation nor did it 
see fit to inform the Attorney General or the White House of the 
role played by CIA, 

~BACKGROUND OF THE SITUATION: 

Abel is the Soviet intelligence officer who was uncovered 
in the U. S. in 1957 through the defection of Reino Hayhanen, 
Abel's assistant. 

On the night of May .7, 1957, James Angleton of CIA advised 
Mr. Belmont that Hayhanen had ‘walked into the American Embassy in 
Paris about three days ago and was referred to CIA, He claimed he 
was a Soviet-agent in New York since 1952 and gave certain details 
to back up his story, He claimed he was ordered back to Moscow and 
got "cold feet" in Paris and wanted to cooperate with American 
officials, He was in a highly emotional state which led CIA to 
question his mental’ stability. It was the opinion of Mr. Belmont 
that no steps should be taken to return Hayhanen to the U, 5S. until 
the story was substantiated or demolished to reflect his actual 
status, Our I, York Office immediately instituted daventieption) 
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based on Hayhanen's disclosures seeuite not able to prove or 
disprove his story, On May 8, 1957, CIA was informed of the 
facts developed by our investigation and asked what action it 
intended to take regarding Hayhanen's return to the U.S, On 
May 9, 1957, Angleton advised of a report received from CIA, Paris, 
revealing that Hayhanen had suffered almost a complete mental 
breakdown and that in view of his condition, arrangements were 
made by CIA for him to be returned to the U.S, by plane, On 
May 10, 1957, Hayhanen was returned to the U.S, in the company of 
a CIA agent. On arrival our New York Agents were at the airport 
to take him over, but because of his emotional state, he was 
confined at the U.S, Marine Hospital in Staten Island until 
May 15, 1957, when he was released to the custody of our Agents. 
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) authorities 
arranged for his confinement in the U,5, Marine Hospital, 
Staten Islam, for psychiatric examination through the U.S, 
Public Healtn Service, (Liaison Agent Papich had previously 
conferred with an INS official who had stated that if Hayhanen's 
condition warranted confinement upon his arrival in the U.5., 
an order would have to be issued by the U.S. Public Health 
Sexvice), 

Hayhanen and his wife were placed in a midtown hotel 
by New York Agents and were under Bureau control from May 15, L957, 
until June 20, 1957, when they were taken to their residence in 
Peekskill, New York, at their request, All expenses for their 
maintenance were paid by the Bureau, During this perioa Hayhanen 
and his wize were becoming a problem because of heavy drinking 

and irrational behavior, ‘ 
a 

On June 13, 1957, Abel was located by Bureau Agents when 
visiting his studio in Brooklyn, New York, Eiforts by Bureau: 
Agents and the Department to have Hayhanen testify against Abel in a 
cviminal prosecution were unavailing, With the Department's 
concurrence, we arranged for INS authorities to arrest Abel on 
June 21, 1957, on an alien warrant, After Abel's arrest, the 
Department continued to raise questions concerning Hayhanen's 

willingness to testify in an espionage prosecution against Abel 

and requested the Burea to press Hayhanen in that regard, We 
took the position that any efforts to induce Mayhanen to testify 
should be made by the Department, as we realized that Hayhanen 
would undoubtedly want assurances, such as remaining’in this 
country and financial assistance, and the Department was so 
advised, The Department was also advised that the Bureau 
would no longer pay Hayhanen's subsistence and that other - 
arrangements would have to be made, In an effort to solicit 
Hayhanen's cooperation, the Department conferred with Allen 

Dulles of CIA to determine if CIA would be willing to sponsor fy 

the entry of Hayhanen into the U.S. under the authority granted! Q@%{£n-.., 

the Director of CIA by law. Dulles indicated a willingness jdt 

not only to sponsor Hayhanen but also to assist in his rehabilitation . 
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in the U.S., such as weal SERIE, in obtaining a job’ 
and furnishing financial assistance for an extended period 
of time, On July 21, 1957 a CIA representative was placed 
in touch with Hayhanen by New York Agents for this purpose/ 
Our Agents also arranged for IBI's access to Hayhanen whenever neces. 
sary. Subsequently, Hayhanen agreed to testify and appeared 
before a Federal grand jury on August 5 and August 6, 1957. 

As indicated above, we located Abei on June 13 and 
he was taken into custody by INS on June 21, 1957. On July 21, 
1957, over a month later, CIA instituted arrangements for 
Hayhanen's rehabilitation. 

While CIA undoubtedly incurred heavy expenses on 
behalf? of Hayhanen, it was not at the request of, the Bureau 
but at the request of the Depertment, 

Regarding CIA's ‘complaint that the Bureau never thanked 
it for its cooperation, it is pointed out that a letter from 
the Director was sent to Mr, Dulles on November 19, 1957, 
shortly after Apel’s conviction, It pointed out the excellent 
cooperation of James Angleton and his staff with the Bureau 
Since the inception of this case and that the Director wished 
to express his personal appreciation to Angleton and his staff 
Zor their valuable assistance, 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None, we do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of, this matter. 
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RELATIONSHIP WITH THE | singel © 
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) ndit0Pl® soamnlete 
WILLIAM P. BUNDY CASE ON WOO] a nemense 

Item No. 4 in the material submitted: to the Director 
by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum dated 3/5/70 discusses 
belief by CIA officials that damaging publicity regarding » 
William P. Bundy emanated from a Bureau report. © Bundy 

. was a CIA official at the time and the publicity was felt to 
be damaging to CIA. CIA apparently was of the belief that 
the Bureau leaked the information to Senator Joseph McCarthy 
who then released the information to the press. 

Bureau files reveal that in a discussion between 
SA Papich and Allen W. Dulles, then head of CIA, on 7/10/53 
Dulles inquired of Papich as to where McCarthy could get infor- 
mation such as that released concerning Bundy. Papich 
immediately informed Dulles that if Dulles was under any 
suspicion that the Bureau might be disseminating such infor- 
mation to Senator McCarthy he was definitely wrong and off base. 
Papich also told Dulles that the results of the Bureau 
investigation concerning Bundy had also been made available 
to the Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) as well as other 
‘interested agencies, Dulles told Papich that he definitely 
did not feel that the Bureau was involved in the McCarthy 
releases to the press and that he was. sorry if ythere had been 
an impression he suspected the Bureau, 

There is nothing in Bureau. fites concerning Bundy 
which would indicate that the Bureau did, in fact, supply any 
information concerning Bundy to Senator McCarthy: or the news 
media, There was considerable publicity concerning Bundy 
at the time and it is noted that due to the fact that Bundy 
was the son-in-law of former Secretary of State Dean Acheson 
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RE: RELATIONSHIP WITH THE SE al 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
WILLIAM P, BUNDY CASE , 

there was possibly an element of potential embarrassment to. 
the Democratic Party attendant to publicity afforded the 
matter by Republican Senator McCarthy. It is also noted 
that copies of reports of Bureau investigation concerning 
Bundy had been disseminated, in addition to CIA, to Civil 
Service Commission, National Security Agency, Atomic Energy 
Commission, Army and the Attorney General. A conflict broke 
out between CIA and Senator Joseph McCarthy after McCarthy 
publicly quoted fron a document, not identified, which’ spelled 
out Bundy's contribution to the Alger Hiss fund. The files 
indicate that CIA alleged that the AEC had leaked the 
information in question to Senator McCarthy. 

- RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. B 
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‘Eisenhower had told him of a conversation he had with Spencer Miller. The 
Attorney General said he told Dr. Eisenhower he would have’ Miller inter- 
viewed to get the whole any ere asked that we conduct the interview. 

SCE LEW with Miller and advised we would have him interviewed again to 

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 3010-106 
MAY 1962 EDITION 
GS GEN, REG. NO. 37 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

- SUBJECT: 

SA Sam Papich with his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses a question raised by 
former CIA Director Allen Dulles concerning the propriety of FBI 
dissemination of information concerning Jay Lovestone, who in the late 
1920's headed the U. S. Communist Party, thereafter became completely 
disillusioned with the Party, and subsequently occupied an executive position 
with American Federation of Labor. 

_ furnished FBI by Spencer Miller, Jr., former Assistant Secretary of Labor, 
Miller made several accusations against.CIA. Mr. Dulles took the position 
that dissemination of the allegations to the White House, Attorney General 
and Department of State had placed pale on the spot because the Miller 
data was not a complete story. 

BACKGROUND: 

tives abroad that he had evidence pointing toward Jay Lovestone's being a 
communist and active agent, and that Lovestone might shortly be exposed 
by the McCarthy Subcommittee of the Senate as the chief of the third great . 
Soviet ring after Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter White. When interviewed by 
Bureau 1/7/54 he furnished no information indicating that Lovestone was 
engaged in espionage activity and appeared to have an axe to grind insofar as 

’ Lovestone was concerned. He acknowledged everything hefhad c@me to him 
secondhand. Results of interview were furnished CIA by letter, 

é 

. ah Mr. DeLoach ee Memorandum on oe 
Conrad 

Mr. DeLoach ; pare: March 6, 1970 eee 
4 Rosen — | —USEERET Sf ae 

: W. Cc, Sullivan 
Soyars ne ae 
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olmes wu 

1 - Mr. Wannall Gandy —___ 
RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 1- Mr. Harrell 
BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION 
CONCERNING JAY LOVESTONE 

Item number five in the material submitted to the Director by 

The particular information referred to by Mr. Dulles had been 

“GTA advised that on 12/4/53 Miller had informed CIA representa - 

On 1/22/54 Attorney General advised the Director that Dr. Milton 

On 1/ 25/ 54 we wrote the Attorney General about the previous 

silhei 
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Memorandum for Mr. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

secure any additional data he might have. Miller was reinterviewed 
the same day and results were sent to Attorney General 1/27/54. 

Subsequently, on 2/19/54, Governor Sherman Adams called 
the Director from White House about the Miller situation. The 
Director advised Governor Adams that he had personally talked to 
Miller for two hours the previous day and had concluded that Miller 
was obsessed with the charges he was making and while he appeared 
to be a brilliant and well educated man he did not appear to have 
specific details. 

On the day the Director spoke with Miller, rrre he 
referred Miller to Domestic Intelligence Division where a detailed | 
interview was conducted and results incorporated in a 20-page memo— 
randum, copies of which were furnished Attorney General, Governor 
Herne: CIA and State Department, 

We interviewed Miller at the specific instructions of the 
neteunes General based upon a White House request and dissemination 
of interview results to Attorney General and White House was not. 
only proper but required under the circumstances. CIA and State 
Department received results since allegations concerned officials 
and operations of those agencies. Miller furnished names of 
persons who he said could support his allegations and we interviewed 
them and disseminated results. Mr. James Angleton of CIA commented 
on 3/13/54 that when the Miller information was first received at 
that Agency some officials gained the impression FBI was deliberately 
collecting and disseminating data solely for the purpose of "hurting" 
CIA. Angleton said redults of interviews and investigation conducted 
| py Bureau had clearly demonstrated to CIA officials that FBI was 
iliving by its well-known tradition and reputation of developing 

ol aaeee and reporting information in an impartial manner. He said 
on the previous day all officials, including Dulles, commented. the 
Bureau was following the Lovestone case in conformity with its 
well established reputation of getting all the faets. In view of 
this, there is no basis for believing that at this time CIA would © 
raise any charges of unfair conduct on the part of Bureau in its 
handling of the Miller matter. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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BUREAU HANDLING OF CIA REQUESTS . ed tol EeGeol Z 
FOR TOURS FOR FOREIGN OFFICIALS : Sebel 

Item six in material submitted to the Director by Sam 
Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 mentions occasions in the 1950's 
when CIA complained that officials visiting the United States 
under CIA sponsorship were disappointed because they had no 
contact with Bureau officials, CIA felt contact with Bureau 
officials had significant benefits, left lasting favorable 
impressions because of the FBI's world-wide reputation, and 
when foreign visitors had no contact with Bureau officials 
they were left with suspicions there was friction between the 
FBI and CIA, In 1956, we had a clear-cut policy to the effect 
that tours for such visitors would be of a restrictive nature 
and they would be aa rorded the same treatment as the public 
and nothing more, 

Memorandum 5/31/56 from Mr. Roach to Mr. Belmont, 
captioned "Visit at Bureau by Foreign Police and intelligence 
Officials," (Bureau file 94~-2~-32781) recommended for Director's 
approval that Liaison would (1) inform CIA tours afforded to 
foreign police officials and seeurity officials would continue 
to be of a restricted’nature and the visitors will only view 
facilities normally seen by the public, and (2). that such 
foreign officials would not be interviewed unless it appeared Pa 
to the Bureau's advantage. In regard to 1, the Director noted, 
"Y thoroughly agree. I am not too keen anyway about such tours. 
We were ‘burned’ in the Johns matter." The Director noted in 
regard to 2, "I see no need of interviews." t 

Doctor Otto John was an official of the West German 
[eee service who was closely associated with CIA and who 

was alleged to have defected to the East Germans. ’ 

In his memorandum, Papich emphasized that for the past 
several years there was no basis for complaints with regard to 
Bureau treatment of foreign officials coming to U.S. under CIA 

. sponsorship. ~ 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: SECRET 
None. We do not believe, in light 

forth, that CIA will make an issue of this 
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SUBJECT: fers Tf NSHIPS WITH CIA 
A aca IN SOVIET ESPIONAGE ACTIVITY 

ami #7 in the material submitted to the Director by 
SA Sam Papen his memorandum of March 5, 1970, discusses 

~ (SYC1A)- C3 Mtereste in Soviet Espionage Activity. SA Papich (s 
notes Cant in 1956 the wanted 
to have certain individuals in n pce and approached 

ae When pproached us, we Ne Cpe to mn inquiry at the gethe ey € 1B 
a [' eat o have th bmit Ernves coula through diplomatic . 

nuns and we Subset) told Guay suyouts not handle the 
interviews for the¢ Although AS cepted this, they felt it 
hurt efforts to gather Soviet espionage information in Europe, Our 
position was based on failure of the to deal honestly with us 
in the case of seph Petersen o was involved in collecting 
pe poEtics information at é National Security Agency for a 

<3 
= 

SEs: 

official. 

BACKGROUND OF THE SITUATION: is 

This question first arose when al official approached 
our representatives at the NATO Special Committee conference in 
Paris in May, 1956, and requested Bureau assistance ‘inj, interviewing 
Mrs. Antonina Thomas in the U, S. and to have a epresentative. 

Al: INFORMATION CORTALERD HEREIN IS UNCLASSI SEEN BXCREY, WHERE SHOWN OSEEHWE 

; 
present during the interview. ‘Mrs. Thomas is the widow of General 
Walter Krivitsky, whé operated an espionage network in Europe prior 
to his defection in 1937, { he = eeprenentaviy- said CIA had 

d 
aS, interviewed her, but the results were unsatisfactor e was told 
® pat to submit his request through diplomatic channels, In June, af{CIA 
Q 23 (representative advised SA Rapich they were receiving pressure from 
LS the to have a Fepresentative bring all the material 
ae on the case to the U. S. for the Bureau's use if interviewing 

sof} os Mrs. Thomas and two others in the U, S,, but not to participate in 
ai “ § the interview. ¢ In accordance with instructions, SA Papich told 
£4 Eth to have tn eS Submit their request through diplomatic 
35 Channels and to include all information,ain writing, and that the 
> Bureau would not deal personally with aft Ireprgsentative. By 

memorandum of June 15, 1956, it was reporte that [James Angleton 
($) of CIA) told SA Papich he was of the very strong opinion that the 

t cra) s position made good sense, but fother CIA officials felt the 
> |should be helped in every possible Way o (s) 

eliaapens CONTINUED ~ OVER 
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Memorandum Mr. W.C. Sullivan to Mr, C.D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
62-80750 | 

SECRET 

On June 19, 1956,’ then Assistant Director A. H. Belmont 
and SA Papich met with(Richard Helms, then Deputy Director of 
Plans, and James Angleton of CIA. Helms asked if the Bureau 
would talk to a representative of theL___|if he came over 
and, in lieu of that, would the Bureau accept from CIA information 
and leads furnished by the D(s) | 

DISPOSAL OF PROBLEM: 

Belmont pointedgput the Bureau's position was gee 
simple in that the d been caught short in the Petersen) () 
case when their od had been obtaining highly 

« Classified information from a friendly govern t and, before 
the FBI even requested to interxy ew the (igpresentatives 

Ambassador tified State Department 
representatives were to be interviewed, it should 

involved, the 
| (6) that if 

be done by te Department and not by the FBI. /feimg) was Cs) 
told that in view of this, the Bureau notified State Department 
that any requests for information from the to be handled (s) 
by the Bureau must be channeled through the ate Department. 
Mr, Belmont said that this was a situation created by the 

a 6 and the Bureau had no intention of altering its poss sick 
and ‘wewould not talk to cent epresentative and did not 

! desire to receive any leads in the Krivitsky case through (E147) (S) 
(s)fMlx . Helms advised that CIA) respected the Bureau's position 

and had attempted to guide itself accordingly in dealing with 
: the @®ye said he understood the Bureau's position, which 
i in essence was that the had made their bed and could 
i now lie in it. és) 

LIKELIHOOD OF PROBLEM ARISING -NOW: 

It would appear remote that this probiem would 
- arise at this time. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. {We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that JCIAJ will oe an,issue of this matter. " 
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, é RELATIONS WITH CIA - | 
COL, JOHN GROMBACH (PAT O'BRIEN) 

Background: Item number eight in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his. memorandum 3/5/70 discusses 
relations between Bureau and CIA with Grombach, head of private 
intelligence network (O'Brien was Grombach's aide who had liaison 
with Bureau). 

Problem: Papich states we never informed CIA we were receiving 
inform tion from Grombach which was also of interest to CIA;. 
and that while it is possible Grombach had given same data to 
CIA, we do not know. : ; 

Analysis: Grombach was financed by CIA during early 1950s (O.Be, 
CIA budgeted $650,000 for Grombach in 1952) .(62~77306~60) There 
is ample evidence CIA knew we were receiving information from 
Grombach., We do know some information was given by Grombach to 
CIA and Bureau jointly. O'Brien, for example, told us of 
conference in early 1951 between CIA officials and Grombach when 
it was agreed information might be furnished directly to FBI by 
Grombach,- provided CIA was advised by Grombach of what was given. 
(62~77306~23) Moreover, on 5/7/52 a CIA official requested 
Bureau's views regarding validity of information we were receiving 
from Grombach and asked for our views regarding method to be 
employed in channeling information from Grombach to Bureau. - 
Significantly, under procedure then, Grombach directed communica 
tions to CIA with copies to Bureau. CIA was told that as it 
appeared Grombach was an appendage of CIA, Bureau was not recom~ 
mending any method of dissemination and it was up to CIA to handle 
problem, (62-77306=25) ¢ 

In the ensuing period, dispute arose between CIA and 
Grombach over channeling of information and Bureau-made every 
effort to stay out of dispute, In late 1952, for example, Helms 
inquired if Bureau's views regarding dissemination had changed, 
He was told they certainly had not and again informed that Bureau's 
desire was to receive all information of interest no matter how 
received, (62-77306~27) Our position of not becoming involved in 
‘Grombach-CIA: dispute reiterndted’on-other occasions. (62-77306-36, 69, 
81; 65-58725-56) | 

SECRET 
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Memorandum W.C. Sullivan to Mr. C.D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONS WITH CIA 

COL, JOHN GROMBACH (PAT O'BRIEN) 

Sebi 
On the other hand, there were instances where we 

received information from Grombach which was of either an 
administrative or intelligence interest to CIA and we did 
not inform CIA. These instances covered period both prior 
and subsequent to the contractural relationship between CIA 
and Grombach which was from 4/51 to 7/54 (62-77306, unrecorded 
memo 11/29/55, Belmont to Boardman re Grombach). For example, 
Grombach wrote a confidential letter dated 7/30/48 to former 
Assistant to the Director D, M. Ladd which contained infor- 
mation of interest to CIA. This letter contains a penciled 
notation: "This info. not to be given to CIA. per DML--OHB" 
(62~77306~7), Memorandum 10/11/50 from A. H. Belmont to 
Mr, Ladd contains information from O'Brien concerning 
Grombach's intentions to plant microphones in Finland to 
cover meetings attended by Russian high staff. ‘It was 
observed in the. memorandum that at that time O'Brien and 
Grombach had no relations: with CIA and that Grombach's 
intended operation was under primary responsibility of CIA. 

7 No indication this information given to CIA by Bureau 
— (65~58725-10). 

\ 

O'Brien furnished Bureau a memorandum dated 
6/29/54 entitled "Termination Memorandum to FBI" which 
informed of the termination of contract between Grombach 
and CIA. In the memorandum it is pointed out that Grombach 
will continue to receive raw material from the field and 
that while he will no longer be in a position to translate, 
evaluate, publish, etc., Grombach desires to forward such 
material to Bureau as Grombacht would not trust any other 
agency. The memorandum also states that Grombach has continued 
the flow to the Bureau of all reports he felt Bureau would 
be interested in even though Grombach received a written. 
order specifically directing him to not give Bureau aa; 
thing. (62~77306-70). 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: | , ue 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue - this ano 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL ANTELELGENCE 
AGENCY (CIA) -obR16 i 

COMMISSION ON THE ORGANIZATION OF THE we gesTRED BE mee 
EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF THE GOVERNMENT OM else ae meen 
(HERBERT HOOVER COMMISSION ~ 1954). 

Item number nine in the material submitted ee the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses 
the Hoover Commission survey of CIA operations in 1954. According 
to Papich, there was talk within CIA that the Bureau had furnished 
the names of subversives within CIA to Senator McCarthy, 
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy (R-Wisc) was Chairman of the Senate 
Investigations Subcommittee. ’ 

General Mark Clark headed the Task Force which 
surveyed CIA operations between 9/54 and 6/55, In 10/54, CIA 
alleged that the McCarthy Committee was attempting to develop’ 
information regarding CIA operations. According to the Washington 
Star, 10/1/54, McCarthy said CIA was "one of the worst situations 
we have as far as communist infiltration is concerned." He said 
he would give his data relative to this matter to Clark's Task 
Force. According to the Washington Star, 1/15/55, McCarthy 
said he had given Clark information relative to alleged communist 
infiltration of CIA.’ As of 1/17/55, CIA had not received from 
Clark the names of those considered security risks but CIA 
believed it had done a good job of removing security risks and 
believed that it was in good shape. 

On 1/21/55, the Task Force requested name checks on 
' security risks named by McCarthy. Memoranda containing the 
results of those checks were given to the Task Force on 2/8/55. 
On 5/13/55, the Bureau received a letter from Clark asking for 
investigations relative to character, reputation, and loyalty 
of individuals mentioned as security risks. CIA was aware of 
the names as we asked it for identifying data concerning them. 
Clark was later advised that the investigations would entail 
interviews at CIA, review of its programs, inquiries in foreign 
countries, and the like and he withdrew his request. 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 

AGENCY (CIA) 

‘See | 
The talk at CIA that the Bureau had furnished 

McCarthy the names of subversives at CIA has not been 
recorded in FBI files nor is there any complaint in the 
matter recorded. Neither is there recorded any complaint 
by CIA to this effect. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
INTERNAL SECURITY LEADS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 

Item number 10 in the material submitted to the. 
Director by Special Agent Sam Papich in his memorandum of 
3/5/70 discussed our furnishing leads to our Legal Attaches 
(Legats) without advising Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) 
or requesting the Agency to handle the lead. 

The observations of Special Agent Papich in ths 
matter are broad and general in nature. His presentation is 
hinged upon the premise advanced by the Agency that “internal 
security" cannot be separated from "counterintelligence," 
thereby necessitating our advising CIA of requests to our 
Legats to have leads covered in foreign countries. The Manual 
of Instructions, Section 102, page 23, states CIA's responsibilities 
include collection, collation, evaluation, coordination and 
dissemination of intelligence information. CIA does not have, 
among other things, responsibility for "internal security 
functions," 

In the absence of unusual situations,. we forward 
investigative leads pertaining to our cases in countries where 
we have liaison coverage to the particular Legal Attache 
concerned, Through his contacts the Legat arranges for the 
necessary investigation and submits the desired information 
according to our reporting needs. The Legat coordinates. 
this activity on a local level.. 

It is more desirable to have our representatives 
request investigation abroad in order to achieve maximum coverage, — 
and to maintain tight control so we can insure par we fulfill 
our responsibilities. 

- None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, 
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SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE  pecLAssifi’ 
G AGENCY (CIA) (») srt 2 OO WA INFORMATION mn 

R BUREAU OPERATIONS IN cus [ty Vv) - Taichi ae § SANZ fa IN THIS Usup: = Be Nee Tas th Fa - 3682) 
Be ) Item number eleven in the material submitted to the 
a Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 states that 

Cu we operated informants in Cuba during the period we had a 
gat Office in Havana and did not coordinate our operations 

“ with CIA or advise it we had sources there, It was noted that 
after Castro came on the scene, approval was granted to turn 

‘‘ certain informants over to CIA. Papich also refers to a 
memorandum Donahoe to Mr. Belmont, 2/5/60, regarding the _ 
Communist Party of Cuba (CPC) which dealt with the problem 
of whether a Havana sourcellused in an intercept operation {v) 
between the and the C ould be 
turned over to CJA to obtain cqmplete coverage, We,*6f course, 
had no coverage[ bureau had not advised other ; 
agencies of this’ source sinc® we" did not want Castro to uncover. [ 
any operational activities which might embarrass the Bureau. 
The entire operation was later turned over to CIA. ws 

AML TNPORMAY 

ems 

letter to the Bureau, 4/28/53, /regarding Havana informants 
the Legat noted that CIA was not overly cooperative and that, 
in fact, it was not developing pertinent information, At that. 
time Legat met with the CIA representative in Havana who y) 
admitted he was not getting any information{concerning the C G] ) 
and had no plans for any aggressive action in that field, |For 
this reason it was necessary for us to develop our own rier 

CIA began its operations in Havana in 4/47 and ina 

ES (0) 

We instructed the Legat to ascertain from the Havana CIA 
“yepresentative information available to him concerning tters | 

, of interest to the Bureau; however, he was to continual through 
w= informant sources btain needed information regardimB security — 

matters which cou t be supplied by CIA, Subsequently, our 
Wwelations with CIA improved to the point of being described as 
excellent in 1958. We think our overall position to-be sound, 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light\of the facts set forth 
that CIA will make an issue of this matter, 
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Memorandum 

- pte CoP, Weteecn - 3 pate: March 6, 1970 en 
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Tele. Room CLASSIFIED BYS¢, 

SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA ) 
BUREAU OPERATIONS -IN aan 1959 

Item #12 in he material submitted to the Director by 
SA Sam Papich in his memorandum pe March 5, 
situation infRio de Janeiro (Rio 1959 concerning strained % 
relations which had developed oye former Legal Attache (Legat) a 
William G. Friedemann (now retired) and former U,S,. Ambassador 
Ellis 0, Briggs. 

sygekes sufficient administrative 
experience to function as Lega Rio, n early 1959 he began -to 

the Political Section, Federal District Police, Martinez furnished 
Gerogatory information concerning one General Lott of the Brazilian 
Army who was a possible Brazilian presidential candidate in 1960, 
indicating that Lott had questionable contacts with the Czech Embassy 
in Brazil.\(s)fhis information was disseminated to CIA attributed to 
a source who had not been contacted Sufficiently to determine his 
reliability. 
caused considerable consternation within CIA which had been unable 

to evaluate reliability of the information, CIA suggested possibility 
that the information had been fabricated or was part of a communist 
deception operation, CIA requested that we identify our source but 
we declined to do so because source did not want his jdentity disclosed 

By letter dated October 1, 1959, the new Legat, Rio, 
recommended that Martinez be discontinued as a potential source 
based on his admissions to Legat that he had no sources in Czech 
‘Embassy and could not provide identities of his sources or additional 
details concerning information he had reported, 

lL = Mr. C.D, DeLoach 

1 - Liaison 
1 = Mr. L,F, Schwartz 

LFS:bew (5) 

aw | 

SEOREE | CONTINUED ~ OVER 

1970, discusses ne Th 

Legat concluded ae 

ECLASSIFY ON: 2X, (16 gesey 

According to Papich the Ambassador alleged that aae 
Legat had engaged in uncoordinated intelligence activity and that eee 
CIA was unhappy with Legat's activities and had told the Ambassador % 
that Legat had disseminated information from a source who was either 2S 
a fabricator or a provocator. ( BSE 

‘or re : 

Friedemann was. assigned as hecat in [Rigdon Sarees 25, 1958, i 
and was transferred as Assistant Legat in Havana on August 22, 1959, B 
after Bureau concluded that he pou 
receive information from Antonio Martinez De Santos, an employee of - " 

CIA advised Bureau that the information concerning fort (5 ) 



Memorandum to Mr. D. J. Brennan, Jie 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

BUREAU OPERATIONS IN BRAZIL - 1959 

ney 

information Martinez had AEE! was of such a nature that it 
could have come from public sources, the political police or 
could have been invented and attributed to his alleged contacts. 
Legat also concluded that Martinez could not have been a 
provocator used by Czechs to pass deceptive information. 
Contacts with Martinez were discontinued in November, 1959. (S) 

In our dissemination of information from Martinez to 
CIA we were careful to state that our contacts with the source 
ywere insufficient to establish his reliability. Although 
isubsequent events established that it was likely that CIA was. 
correct in speculating that the information was fabricated, 
there was no indication that the source was a Czech-controlled 
provocator. ($) : 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

- None. We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, © 

Ava 
& 

2 Me a 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA ‘a S Pah LIE 
BORDER COVERAGE (BOCOV). Be eee ii ate nets 

; , wadusdssenbp athe? 

Item number (13) in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses 
a problem presented by the Phoenix Office in June, 1957, eK ye) 
oncerning the.Bureau's handling of informants on the J 

These informants were operated inside(— |] 
The problem was predicated on situations which might arise as 
the result of CIA endeavoring to develop informants who were 
already being handled by the Bureau, 

BACKGROUND: i 
The Director initiated BOCOV in 1948 to fill a void 

in the lack of coverage in the 25-mile zone south of the U.5S.-. 
Mexican border on the part of CIA and Immigration and Natural- 
ization Service (INS), The program, which at first involved 
3 and subsequently 5 of our border offices including Phoenix, 
was designed to detect and neutralize anti-U.S. activities by 
subversives in that zone, 

de CYCB) 

In June, 1956, CIA assigned a representative to the 

PROBLEM: ; 
By airtel 6/8/57, Phoenix advised that the CIA 

representative had endeavored to develop 3 Bureau sources in 
Pr aand stated that it was discontinuing thege sources unless 
advised to the contrary by the Bureau, 

SOLUTION: y ; 
This situation was analyzed in Bureau memorandum dated 

6/14/57 wherein it was recommended that safeguards be established 
to continue operating already established valuable sources even 
though CIA also began using them; however, the information we 

62-80750 CONTINUED ~ OVER 

1 - 100-356015 (BOCOV) 
1 —- 100-356015 Sub 38 (BOCOV-Px) 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. BD. DeLoach 
sa; WELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

BORDE? COVBINAGE (BOCOV). 

; ns 
received from these sources was to be broken down and 
paraphrased in reports in such manner as to conceal as far 
as possible the fact that these individuals were assisting 
us. The Birector approved these safeguards which were 
successfully placed into effect by Phoenix, 

A veview of our files since June 14, 1957, fails 
to reveal that this problem has been raised subsequently by 

area, In addition, the 
weve) CIA representative was transferred from[__jon 7/6/59. 

He was not replaced by CIA and the border territory he had 
covered was subsequently handled by CIA on a road trip basis 

, Jey out of Furthermore, the participation of the 
Phoenix Office in BOCOV was discontinued with the Director's 
approval by letter dated 12/10/69. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION; = 

Mone. We do not believe, in light of the facts bes 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter.) 

¢ 
i 
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SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA — e ASS FI 
aos C:.RPORT) 65) CLASSIFY OM: 25X16 

Item number 14 in material submitted to ee 
By SA Sam Papi BS in his memgy™ ndum 2/5/70 discusses Larpor rt) 

(5) s code nang@yfor case on our Couble agent, 
yee) who was recruited by Soviets while on business . 

rip to Moscow in 1954. Until discontinued in 1964 he delivered 
extensive material, cleared by United States Evaluation. Board, 
to the Soviets in United States and Buropel] (6) - 

Mr. Papich's memorandum states case was being 
highlighted since we cannot exclude possibility Central Intelli- : 
mence Agency ee Dea ere to demonstrate wc were O JW) 
overational in Gurope ahd ahs not co-ordinate vets ia The ne 

WECYA) Fact is CIA did know vas meeting/ Ehe Sovietef Mn Furona\ ba 
and Mr. Papich's memorandum Goes not diStlose CIA raised eny ane 
te ages to date. We recognized at the time there could be e 

juvisdictional problen, s) We permitted CIA to interview Bs) 
seul | in Gecember, 1954" 

¢ me 

‘3 }: “4 4 “ SEE a a fan 1ortly aiterf{iis recruitment) 4 at Salo Ba 
which time CTA learned from him he had a scheduled espionage Be, 
meeting in yitzerland in March, 195%,)4)on (:2/15/S)crA agreed Bas 

Te) handling of fee Solely within jurisgiction of Bureau. ie 4 
sev” ($> on [8/2/55,\ CIA Was orally informed| te 

(§) in Pwitzerlanad in Marth, 1956; 

i per meeting betyeen | © 
§) scheduled for /16~19/57 

j YELLS of security. | 

as instructed not t disclose to CiA- information on his VER 

JOANEN ~{105-25455 (caxpox8)(s) | 
ae ege Cau 

(7) 

Ould meet [Soviets] ls) & § 
Sj) that we desired CIA to take no J : ad 

action which would interfere with our operation and that result 
would be furmfshed CiA (approved by memorandum Belmont to 
Boardman, 2/25/55) Hemovandum Belmont to Boardman, 6/10/57, 
recommended we not advise CIA ef a 

2) and Goviets Din B witzerlang) vn interest Jf. 
This was approved and this policy avas followed COG) 

thereafter. ' 

as FKLOG SY 
All information Irou was: disseminated to Cla 

and it disclosed our source was ate Bovicta at various JP 
points in 

@ 
(Ee rope Ms In DE Fe 968, Cia was advised it could 

sO in future Contact or data he acquired in his world-wide 
G gravels providing it dia not use him in operational capacity; 

we 

a 

CONTINUED ~ OVER 

~ SECRET 



Memoxvandum to Mr, C, Db, DeLoach 
HE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

— SECRET 
relatio ip with Bureau, It is a fact, however, we did 

(5) permit under out supervision, to meet Goviet | SFEC)@) 
es eernci pels outside the United States without clearing fae oe 

with CIA, We discontinued him as an informant in 1964.7% ‘\ 
ati. 

pH 3 
” 
Ae 

x 

| RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None, We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. wy", 

ae 
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FROM : W. C. Sullivan ~ ‘ : Fale: Room 

| | Z ca one 

SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL => wanes poapsha e 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) on_I- 1O-o/ oa 
CIA REQUEST FOR BUREAU. LECTURE . aac tl 
Os COMMUNISM IN THE U, 5S. 

Item Number 15 in the material submitted to the Director 
by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses the Director's 
refusal of a 1958 CIA request for Mr. W. C, Sullivan to lecture 
on communism before a CIA group, Papich stated that CIA accepted 
this as an affront and a blatant refusal to cooperate on a most 
se subject of interest to both agencies, 

The files disclose that by letter 9/25/58 sie by 
James Angleton, CIA requested Mr. Sullivan to address a selected 
group of CIA personnel on the communist movement in the U. §. 
CIA suggested dates of 12/9,10,or 11/58. The Director by routing 
slip attached to Angleton's letter commented, "It seems strange 
that CIA should seek this when its top representative in 
considers FBI as a bunch of mere 'flat-feet' and the dangers 
of communism as something conjured up in the minds of the FBI. 
But then again I note request doesn't come from the Director: 
nor even the Deputy Director of CIA." 

Memorandum W. C. Sullivan to A. Belmont dated 10/1/58 
made reference to CIA's request ard the Director's comments, It 

[i 

recommended that the best interests of the Bureau would be served 
by giving this lecture, not because of the information which 
could be conveyed to CIA on communism in the U, S., but because 
it would give Sullivan an opportunity to raise a number of 

~ questions himself of the group cofhcerning CIA's own activities 
in the field of communism, It was pointed out that it could be 
‘considered a bit of a challenge to see how much thé FBI could 
learn about the operation of CIA during the course of the lecture 
and discussion rather than the converse. -Mr. Tolson recommended . 
that the request be declined and the Director concurred commenting, 
"We cannot make Sullivan available to this outfit." “, 

CRihe 

(8) fey 
l~Mr,. DeLoach 
leMr, Sullivan 
1l-Liaison ‘ 

ae Rachner | SF RET 

CONTINUED OVER 



Memorandum to Mr. Gy. BD: DeLoach Sas | 
RE; RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL INTHCELTGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 

CIA REQUEST FOR BUREAU LECTURE ON COMMUNISM IN THE U, 8, 

Pursuant to the Director's decision, a letter was 
directed to CIA under date of 10/7/58 advising that it was not 
possible to grant CIA's request for this lecture because of 
Mr, Sullivan's other commitments. 

Nothing could be located in Bureau files to indicate 
CIA's reaction to this letter, 

ACTION RECOMMENDED‘ 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts setforth, 
that CIA will make an issue of this matter, 

: | KY j as | 

sen 
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SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
CASE “pe Fk GO) (8) 

Item Number 16 in the material submitted to the Director 
by Special ent (SA) Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses 
the case of ape CIA might criticize our not 
identifying our source, PRONG 

tii M JFK C(8) 
BACKGROUND OF CASE was the CIA employee assigned to = 
the American Embassy, Moscow, in 1956, under State Department cover. 
He became involved with a Russian girl, and the Committee for 
State Security (KGB) approached him for recruitment, using the 
affair with the girl and_compromising photographs as leverage to 
carry out the approach. Co es the approach to his Fewadis) 
.Superiors and was returned to U. &. and ultimately removed from 
CIA. 

' PROBLEM WITH CIA We first learned of this case on 7/9/56 
from David Teeple, a consultant to Scott McLeod of State 

; Department... who furnished: the information in confidence and who 
pron indicat might haye been involved in espionage. On 

7/16/56 Office of Security, CIA, advised 
SA Papich that CIA was considering requesting in writing that 
the Bureau identify our source. On 7/17/56 SA Papich was advised 

'by Director of Security, CIA, that Allen Dulles had instructed 
| that the request not be made, 

DISPOSAL OF PROBLEM WITH CIA . This problem-never officially 
arose in view of the instructions of Mr. Dulles. Bureau files 
contain no indication as to whether or not CIA gocumented this. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the oo set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, rf 
62-80750 . —pTpa 
1 - 65-64084 ( | i ; 
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S 

Item Number 17 in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum of 3/5/70 discusses 
the possible belief of Se Intelligence Agency (CIA) that 
the Legal Attache, ad leaked sensitive information 

yEXLNE) concerning the (SLIV asé. SA Papich noted that perhaps CIA 
might question whether FBI had pursued investigation in the case 
vigorously enough, Memorandum is to review circumstances under 
which information was. furnished by CIA to FBI, Legal Attache 

w inquiries of CIA, nd the effect of CIA restrictions on 
yee) FBI investigations -in this case. 

(s In February, 1963, CIA made available information from 

Joel) Dto the effect that the 16) 
Government was planning to engage in clandestine collection of 
scientific and technical information in the United States. CIA 
insisted information not be made available to other government 
agencies and no investigation be conducted which might jeopardize 
its source. CIA then made available extensive oes from 

sad analysis of the 
(5) revealed several discrepancies which would have jrea) 

en) made interview by FBI ee CIA refused this 
request. We made numerous_requests to obtain clarifying data to 
explain items.. mentioned inf and CIA failed 
to respond .{’ oy tS IFECYAD 

¢ 

(S) In March, 1963, CIA furnished information concernin FEL C8) 
\ eeu?) a interest in American personnel and installations in te 
p This information was made available to Legal Attac 

4/11/63 CIA advised that its CIA station fin ie hich had not JFEW@ 
heretofore been apprised of /SLIV base had made inquiry concert ake © 
the case. Our inquiry of Legal Attache, disclosed that, * ae 

1 = 105-109053 Gua G) — SFOS ) ee 
LEB: bipe OBSERVATIONS — OVER ° 
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-Memorandum to Mr. C. D, DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH se 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY SEERET 

JFu“ASS 
ae 
qeinquiry of CIA personneljin ad been made concerning coy p) 
“one of the individuals previously identified as an agent 

and also requests had been made for certain biographical data 
“(9 Se eeseae individuals, Legal Attache noted that CIA 

yeL\® personnelLin| had indicated they were previously aware 
®) of the(SLIVA\case and were impressed with the extreme sensitivity | 

bret? } of the case), ; We furnished this information to CIA headquarters 
"2 and on 5/7/63 CIA referred to the incident and stated that it 
“~ was a matter of serious concern to it, requesting that any 

future dissemination outside Bureau or to the Legal Attache 
be coordinated in advance with that Agency. This practice 
was closely followed, The Director observed in January, 1964, 

| that he thought the whole thing had been imaginary on the par Na 
of CIA which had been played as a sucker by| The ie 5 
Director added that no more time should be wasted on » at 
least until CIA restrictions were removed. We continued 
to attempt to get the restrictions removed without success and 
covered outstanding leads, 

In September, 1964, an analysis of the case disclosed 
that altho rty~eight separate investigations were opened 

| wo (9? only three agents were uncovered, Original allegations 
) G of[ __|sutent to mount an espionage mission in the United States 

Jenne cou not be substantiated. This infqrmation, coupled with the 
fact that CIA refused to eke = levaiicole to us for és» 
the purpose of resolving discrepancies, prompted a decision 
transmitted by us to CIA on 2/30/64 that we were closing our 
investigation in this cases" , ‘ 

"NY 5 wd % 
Sic 

Mr. Papich commented in his memorandum of 3/5/70 
CIA never has been satisfied with the efforts made by the 
Bureau in this case. Our review indicates our efforts in the 
matter were as full and complete as possible under circumstances 
where CIA refused to grant us access to the source, did not 
respond to request for clarifying data and declined to remove 
restrictions making it impossible to take necessary investigative 
steps. Should any question be raised in the future, we are in 
a position to document our difficulties experienced with CIA. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of thisymatter, OE 
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Item number 18 in the material submitted to the 
Director by Special Agent Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 
cites a Central Intelligence Agency. (CIA) investigation o ; 

the "National Review" which identified JFKC) ): 
former CIA employee, as the leak and referred to 

former Assistant to the Director Lou Nichols as among his 
contacts, 

LEAKS TO THE "NATIONAL REVIEW" ~ 1959 | 

BACKGROUND : 

PROBLEM ¢ 

Papich implies that CIA may have further information 
regarding Nichols’! involvement. 

ANALYSIS: 

This situation was set forth in memorandum RK, R. 
Roach to A. H. Belmont, 4/21/59. We do not know if CIA has 
additional information as to the suggested relationship 
between and Nichols, We do know that they have not 
made .an issue of this matter to date. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not ey ee in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA - TRAVEL OF 
_ BUREAU INFORMANTS TO CUBA 

Item Number 19 in the material. submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses 
the possible. travel of one of our Mexican border informants 
to Cuba and whether our not advising CIA of this made us 

. potentially vulnerable to charges we were Spe rayene outside 
is the U.S, without coordinating with CIA. 

BACKGROUND: 
This involved our plans to send a Border Coverage 

Program (BOCOV) informant to a guerrilla training camp in 
Cuba, The trip never materialized. 

In October, 1965, we were vitally interested in 
determining the location and extent of Cuban guerrilla. training 
sites being used to prepare Latin American subversives to carry 
‘out revolutions in their home.countries. EP 572-S, a Mexican 
national residing in Juarez, Mexico, which is within the area 
covered by the BOCOV Program, | had infiltrated Cuban and Chinese 
intelligence operations in Mexico City and had made himself 
attractive to Mexican communigt leaders who were planning to 
pay expenses of sending guerrilla trainees to Cuba, 

CIA CONSIDERATIONS ;, 
EP 572-S was an intesral part of our top secret 

BOCOV Program which is handled on a need~to~know basis. We 
had previously obtained material from CIA showing its primary 
targets inside Cuba which allowed us to fully brief the informant 
as to overall U.S. Government objectives and a procedure was 
established for use in disseminating data to CIA if the trip 
materialized which would fully protect our informant and not 
jeopardize the BOCOV operation. . 

OUTCOME: : : 
During period informant was striving to arrange the 

trip to Cuba his wife became mentally ill, extremely emotional 
and temporarily deserted the informant. This strained family 

: relationship caused us to order El Paso to have informant cancel 
efforts to make the trip to Cuba and thus no trip was ever made. 

RAM: drl (7) CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA ~ TRAVEL OF 

BUREAU INFORMANTS TO CUBA 

SECRET 
ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS: 

After EP 572-S had moved to Guadalajara, Mexico, 
which is outside our BOCOV area, in November, 1966, we 
advised CIA of his past cooperation with us and interposed 
no objection to his use by CIA in areas outside our 
jurisdiction, On 11/22/66 CIA stated it would consult us 
should it initiate contacts with the informant. There is 
no indication that CIA did use the informant and on 6/24/68 
we discontinued EP 572-S as he was of no further value to us.. 
The trip never materialized. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not, believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 

A hn 
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RELATIONSHIP WITH CENTRAL 9 OP 16 te 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) ar IN 
DISSEMINATION OF CIA INFORMATION pense oto permanant 
IN A BUREAU MONOGRAPH 

Item 20 submitted to the Director by Sam Papich in his 
memorandum 3/5/70 mentions the dissemination of a Bureau monograph 
dated 5/5/65 and entitled "Communism in the Dominican Republic," 
Special Agent (SA) Papich stated that due to the urgency of the 
document Bureau did not obtain CIA clearance to include CIA 
information in the monograph which was disseminated to interested 
agencies, including CIA. According to SA Papich, CIA never 
made any protest although it goneadered our action a violation 
of nie "third agency rule," 

Although the monograph referred to by SA Papich did 
contain CIA data, it also set forth highly significant data 
obtained by Bureau through our own informants, The CIA data 
was biographical in nature and was used in the monograph to 
characterize the past, including communist contacts, of key 
figures in the Dominican Republic, It was taken from the 1963 
CIA Biographical Handbook and CIA telegrams dating back to 1961, 
all of which were previously disseminated to the U. S, intelligence 
community by CIA. Nosattempt was made in the monograph to 
characterize CIA data as Bureau information and, in fact, this 
information was attributed to "another Government agency," in. 
accordance with established procedures, 

The so-called "third agency rule" provides that 
classified information originating in a department or agency 
will not be disseminated outside the receiving agency without 
the permission of the originating agency. However, an exception 
to this rule provides that the receiving agency may. disseminate 
such data to other members of the U. S. Intelligence Board (USIB), 
of which Bureau is a’ member, unless the originating agency 
uses appropriate control markings limiting its data to the 
use of the receiving agency only. The CIA data used in the 
Bureau monograph had no such control markings and our monograph 
was disseminated to the President, the Attorney General and 
USIB members only. 

ree 



Pron a 

‘ 

Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach SE rT 
RE: RELATIONSHIP WITH CENTRAL EOKE 

INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 

The Bureau's monograph was a compendium of our own 
data, CIA data, and that received from other members of the 
intelligence community. It was prepared under emergency 
conditions for the President and had a significant bearing 
on the understanding and handling by the intelligence community 
of a serious crisis which confronted this country, 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, 
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Item Number 21 in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 discusses 
Bureau operation of informants in and comments on (S$) 
our potential vulnerability for not having informed CIA at 
the inception of the operation of these informants. 

SA Papich has cited two situations. The first 
concerns Roberto Francisco Castaneda Felice, an attorney 
residing in[ SB Our Legat, Mexico, in the Fall 
of 1966, identified Castaneda as a potential source of intelligence 
information of importance to U.S. security; conducted 
appropriate background inquiry regarding him and determined 

information to U.S. Government. By memorandum 11/23/66 it was 
approved that we contact CIA headquarters through liaison 
channels to inform CIA that we planned to maintain contact with 
Castaneda; that CIA would be furnished the information obtained 
and that we would service CIA requests provided they co Pp arKc 

why FBI could not proceed as we desired_and that CIA headquarters 
would so inform its representatives in 6S 
instructing them to give FBI all necessary support in-this JFK OB) 
operation. Since that date we have operated Castaneda as a 
valuable and productive unpaid confidential source. Since this 
matter was coordinated with CIA at the outset, there appears to 
be no problem. f 

The second situation cited by SA Papich concerned 
Legat, Mexico, informant MEX-65. This individual has cooperated 
with the Bureau for some 25 years. As a police 63 
official in 1945-47, he was most helpful To our representative 
assigned in e had no contact with him- thereafter 
until_1954 when Be appeared in Mexico City as a political refugee 
from JFor 1l years thereafter, MEX-65 was operated | 
by our Legat, Mexico, in Mexico. , 
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In April, 1965, MEX-65 returned to | and 
by memorandum ioe = mS approved that contacts with him 

(Ss) 

(s) be continued in by our Central American road trip 
Agent. He prove o bean extremely valuable informant on 
criminal matters, as well as those of interest to U.S. security 

int DS 
rT) Upo MEX-65's designation as a highly placed police 

official in| Din 1967, we promptly advised CIA . 
headquarters through liaison channels of informant's identity. 
We advised CIA that we had utilized MEX-65 for handling 
criminal leads and that he periodically volunteered information 
concerning political developments in( Te that time, 
10/6/67, it was agreed that Bureau would continue control of 
informant and that after each contact with informant by our JFK U)B) 

) road trip Agent, the latter would confer with 
seucOFey ee ee eee was present at CIA 

eadquarters a e meeting) concérning political information 
furnished by the informant. We were assured of complete CIA 
cooperation in this matter. On the oceasion of,our road trip JFK()8) 
Agent'a next contact with [tear suey, C9 
bitterly accused our Agent 6 aving lied to him and of having ~* 
operated a source in [___Jithout CIA's knowledge. He 
Stated that responsibility for the development of security 

° lon outside the U. S. is solely CIA's. It is noted that 
yey bas been a difficult person with whom to deal and has been 

inclined to "pop off." Matter has been closely followed by Legat, 
MexiCcu, and there have been no further indications of difficulty 
with him.(/Gra, has ‘afforded us complete cooperation JFKWG 

; in our handling of MEX-65 as we were assured it would in the 
10/6/67 meeting. Accordingly, no issue was made of this matter — 
with CIA. 

MEX-65 continues as a very valuable paid informant 
. , Of our Legat, Mexico, CIA has made favorable comments regarding 

i the excellent quality of the information obtained by MEX-65, 
\ This arrangement has worked smoothly for two and one-half years 
and there appears to be little likelihood of CIA raising an issue 
regarding this matter. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: | 
aoe 

None. We do not believe, in light of the fact set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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Item (22), SOLO, in the material submitted to the 
Director by Special Agent Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 
mentions that. the Bureau could be vulnerable and charged with 
failure to identify the source and coordinate with them on: 
this matter if they were to become cognizant of the high-level 
foreign ramifications of this.operation. 

SOLO is the code word used to refer to the liaison 
operation performed by our informants between the Communist 
Party, USA, (CPUSA), and other communist parties of the world. 

This operation basically is performed to gain 
high-level intelligence concerning the Soviet Union's 
financial support, domination and control of the CPUSA. 
Attendant to this objective, our informants have met with and 
discussed mutual problems with leaders of the various inter- 
national departments within the Soviet Government. They have 
also held discussions with CP leaders from other nations. 

All information receiyed as a result of this operation 
which has foreign ramyfications has been promptly disseminated 
to CIA at the highest level. 

It has not been considered desirable to identify our 
sources in this case in view of. the sensitivity of the case 
and the physical danger to the informants. 

f 

Considerable security precautions have ‘been carefully | 
built into the SOLO operation both in the field and at the 
Seat of Government to insure the fullest protection-to its 
security and to the safety of the informants involved. Exposure 
of the identity of these sources might jeopardize the entire 
‘operation, 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. nob SEUHl 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS -WITH CIA- 

ITEM (22) SOLO 

While former Bureau Agents have gone to work for CIA, 
there is no information available indicating they have com- 
promised this operation, Of course, they could have done this 
unknown to us. ; 

The prompt dissemination, to CIA, of information 
developed through SOLO, which is of interest to that agency, 

{ completely fulfills this Bureau's responsibility without 
needless jeopardy. The mechanics of the operation itself 
are of no essential significance to CIA. 

ACTION RECOMMENDED: 
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Item #23 in the material submitted to the Director by 
SA Sam Papich in his memorandum of March 5, 1970, discusses a letter 
dated November 15, 1967, from CIA which requested that the Bureau 
check telephone toll calls from the home of one bert Kenneth Brown 
who was allegedly harassing CIA|in the Miami area} Brown was JFK()<8) 
supposedly seeking information concerning CIA's Covert operations. — 
‘SA Papich states that we told CIA that we would not check the toll 
calls on the basis that the information received was not sufficient 
to justify investigation within the Bureau's jurisdiction. SA Papich 
also states that "CIA accepted our response but there is no doubt 
that the Agency characterized our position as a concrete example of 
refusal to help a sister agency with a problem relating to the 
security of U.S. intelligence operations," ; 

A review of Bureau files disclosed that a memorandum, 
D. J. Brennan, Jr., to Mr. W. C. Sullivan, dated November 17, 1967, 
was prepared, This memorandum encompassed the above facts and 
recommended. that CIA Liaison Agent advise CIA that we would not 
check the toll calls as requested. This memorandum and recommendation 
was prepared by SA Papich, The Pirector noted "OK H,." 

In addition ‘to the above, on December 9, 1967, Brown 
contacted our Miami Office and stated that he was ’ writing a book 
about CIA and offered to make the material available to the Miami 
Office. Our Miami Office was advised that this information was of 

‘interest to CIA headquarters and instructions were furnished that 
.i£ Brown did furnish Miami with the information, ,it would be given 
to CIA. Brown did-not follow through with his offer. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. | = ae 
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RELATIONSHIP WITH THE CENTRAL ‘pe Ite 
INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) | | prouessip Ten BY SPT REM ALG. 
CURRENT INTELLIGENCE ANALYSIS on_\-}-o . 

Item number 24 in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum dated 3/5/70 
discusses the restriction of dissemination of the Current 
Intelligence Analysis (CINAL) to Central Intelligence Agency 
(CIA). Prior to 10/67, some of the Government agencies on 
the distribution list for CINAL received multiple copies. 
The Director of CIA was then receiving 19 copies of CINAL 
as a result of requests from CIA on 3/30/62 and 10/23/62 for 
additional copies to expedite reading by key CIA officials 
and to facilitate tEpEG utilization of the information. 
within CIA. 

The Director made a notation on the 10/4/67 CINAL: 
"Please look over list of distribution. I have marked with 
a dot those I question as to why they should recieve copies 
and I do not think more than 1 copy should be sent anyone. 
Let me have your views. H." By memorandum R. W. Smith to 
W. C. Sullivan 10/6/67, it was stated that although security 
of the classified document CINAL had been maintained, if the 
Director so desired, we would tell recipients that they would 
recieve only one copy each in the future. Mr. Tolson noted 
on this memorandum, "Yes, T 10/9." Mr. Tolson also noted, 
‘We could never run down a leak." The Director noted, "Send 
only 1 copy & if any inquiry, then indicate we have had to 
cut. costs. H." 

¢ 

Since 10/67 the Director's instructions have been 
| followed and only one copy of CINAL has been furnished to 
‘those, including: CIA, on the CINAL distribution list. 

* 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: ‘ 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set forth, 
that CIA will make an issue of this matter. % 
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SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA ArKS ice BY 90-9 aL 376 

WITH DECI ASSIEY ON: 2, Grnci 
1960 

is) 
Item number 25 in the material submitted to the Director 

by SA-Sam Papich in his memorandum of 3/5/70, discusses a trip to 
(SL ]by Legal Attache (Legat), Bonn,igin 1960 to explore arrange- 

ments for liaison with appropriate| “| authorities, It is given. 
as an instance CIA could cite as an I failure to coordinate with 

WSOR ATION CONTI 

e them in line,with National Security Council Directives. The U.S. 
BS Ambassador to reportedly raised questions, indicating FBI 
4 should @irst reach agreement with CIA; which he said had previously 
ge handled all relations with ]authoritieSs)Papich says CIA — 
Es Ee Director, Allen Dulles, later expressed disappointment: that we 
Ashe did not contact CIA beforehand but that an agreement satisfactory 
ca to all concerned was eventually worked out. Papich also says that 
4 as in late 1959 we gave consideration to establishing a Legat in 
Bry Denmarkybut did not inform CIA of our intentions. 

oe ees 
Fen 2 bs In contemplation of the stationing of a Legat in Denmark, 
rid | Bulet of 12/7/59 instructed Legat, London, to broaden liaison 
me} ES Es contacts in Scandinavian countries and told Legat, Bonn, to, make 
“exploratory contacts with appropriate authorities in _—_}¢s 

for the same purpose. Since we had told State by letter of 3/10/55 
that we ndle requests for investigations and name checks 
for the Cot ly when received through formal State channels, 
we advised State of our intention to make exploratory contacts with 

($)the [| Jregarding regular liaison arrangements, and ) 
approved. State sent a letter to the U. §. Embassy in Ss 
on 12/17/59, advising of the Bureau's intention,’ but it_apparently 
did not get to the Ambassador prior to Legat's trip tof DA) 

| (s) 
JEKO)B) On 1/4/60 Legat, Bonn, called the from Germany and ) 

arranged to call on them on 1/7/60, Th reported the call to (s 
Cs) the/CIA representative in who to . S. Ambassador 

Philip Young. On 1/7/60 the Director received a letter of 1/5/60 
from. Young in which he said he was disturbed about the manner 
in which he had learned of the Legat's proposed visit. While 
offering to assist ‘the Bureau, young spoke of the long standing 
{Contractual and financial arrangements CIA had with and 4JFKCDG) 
suggested the Director and Allen Dulles discuss the matter if 

permanent Bureau liaison with|__)was planned. 
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ESTABLISHMENT OF BUREAU LIAISON 

ma ep —— SECRET 
(3) 

3 i or Young and th 

econ ea 
He explained See ayes) 

BU Ae. Was 60 CaAprore THE Poser tsicy oO rect contact with 
s|___leoncerning exchange of information bearing on U.S. internal 

security matters, He said he would not be operational and that 
the contemplated liaison could not reasonably cause interference 
with the existing CIA arrangement. While the Embassy officials 
expressed misgivings that the might be confused, no request 
was made to refrain from pepenet tna) = he CIA representative 
said he had requested his headquarters for comment on learning 
of the proposed visit of Legat but had not received a reply. 
Legat later briefed both Embassy officials on the results of 

(S) his visit to who were friendly but deferred a final 
commitment, referring to the existing "American arrangement." 

By letter of 1/13/60 the Director thanked Ambassador 
Young for his offer to assist, —— Bureau interests in 
Scandinavian countries and[ i} ere under discussion with 
Allen Dulles, Young was also assured our proposed contacts with _ 

() the(____} were purely liaison in nature; that while we would 
keep CIA advised of items of interest to it in connection with 
its responsibilities abroad, it was not believed necessary to 
go beyond the U.S. Intelligence Board Directiv /8/59 in 
coordinating with CIA matters. taken up with (fhe (s)That 
Directive says CIA shall be responsible for coordination of all 
U.S. liaison which concerns clandestine intelligence activities 
or which involve foreign clandestine services. Paragraph 10, 
however, says the Directive does not apply to any liaison 
relationship concerned with U.S. internal security functions, 
or with criminal or disciplinary matters which are not directly 

| related to foreign espionage or clandestine Counter TRveLs ES CRC es 

On 1/13/60 Papich explained to ‘Alien Dulles and Richard 
Helms the reasons for our contacts in Scandinavian countries and. 

exploring possible establishment of a Legat in Denmark. , 
When Papich challenged them to cite any Bureau failure to comply 
with the Directive for coordination of U.S. lisison activities 
abroad, Helms immediately stated there were no such instances. 
In answer to specific invitation by Papich to air any complaints 
or problems, Dulles stated that neither he nor his representatives 
had any complaints; that he was personally unhappy about not 
being contacted in the beginning; but that he and CIA would give 
all possible assistance... (Dulles did assist by writing a, personal 
letter to Ambassador Young which resulted in a joint FBI IA 
meeting on 4/8/60, at which direct FBI{_}iiaison was. agreed-upon). 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 

ESTABLISHMENT OF BUR a varaon 
WITH 

os) SECRET | 
On memorandum Frohbose to Belmont of 1/14/60, 

concerning the 1/13/60 meeting of Papich, Dulles and Helms, 
Director noted : "1. ‘Well handled by Papich. 2. Ali of 
the turmoil developing in this situation could have been 
“avoided if we had properly contacted Dulles and also 
followed through with State. H." . . 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: ee Ml 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. 
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SUBJECT: RELATIONSHIPS WITH THE CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 
BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF COPS ERENT SEREGENCe INFORMATION 

— TO FOREIGN SERVICE ~ 1962 

‘Item No, 26 in the material submitted to the Director 
by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3-5-70 states that CIA by 

letter 11-7~62 raised questions concerning the propriety of our 
dissemination of information through our Legal Attache to the 

(S)L____ intelligence Service, This concerned certain Committee 
for State Security (KGB) technical equipment which was obtained 
from our sensitive Soviet defector in place, Bureau code name 
Fedora, CIA letter 11-7-62 stated that a representative of 

Intelligence Service informed CIA it received afore- 
mentioned information from our Legal Attache,- CIA claimed 
such dissemination abroad should have been coordinated with 
CIA because of Director of Central Intelligence Directive (DCID) 
5/2 which indicates that CIA shall be responsible for all U.S. 
liaison concerning clandestine intelligence activities abroad or 
involving foreign clandestine services, CIA claimed that pursuant. 
above we were obligated to coordinate with CIA prior to dissemination, 

Memorandum Branigan to Sullivan 11-9-~-62 under Fedora 
caption reviewed this situation and indicates that on 7-13 and 
8-1-62 Fedora provided information concerning several types of 
technical paraphernalia used by KGB. Dissemination of above was 
made to State Department, CIA and military intelligence agencies 
-by letter on 7=24 and 8-16-62, Information was also furnished to 
Legal Attaches, London, Bern, Bonn, Paris, Rome and Madrid, with © 
instructions to disseminate only to contacts in foreign intelli- 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 

(Sele. 
the instructions that it be given limited distribution and 
handled in a manner so it would not be apparent it emanated 
from the Bureau or a source within the U.S. Above memorandum 
points out that DCID 5/2 has been controversial since its 
inception (12-8-59) and the subject of differences of. inter- 
pretation, We recognized CIA's coordination responsibilities 
but, in this instance, were of the opinion there was no operational 
angle and no necessity for coordinating dissemination of above 
since we had previously given the information to CIA. This 
memorandum recommended approval of a letter to CIA answering 
CIA's inquiry according to above. Director indicated "0,K," 
and "It looks like CIA is throwing its weight around." On 
11-13-62 we directed a letter to CIA accordingly, As indicated 
in memorandum of SA Papich, CIA "surrendered" and. did not 
further contest this issue, 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: ‘is 

None, We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. aE 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 
"THE INVISIBLE GOVERNMENT," A BOOK AUTHORED BY 
DAVID WISE AND THOMAS ROSS 

Item 27 of the material submitted to the Director by 
SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 indicates that Wise and 
Ross had visited the Bureau in 1963 to gather material for a 
pook regarding U. S. intelligence agencies, It was suggested 
that CIA be advised of this, and the Director noted, "I see no 
reason for doing so." 

Mr, Jones' memorandum to Mr. DeLoach, 8/28/63, reports 
this visit and notes that Wise had asked for data concerning 
the Bureau's internal security procedures and had asked concerning 
other FBI operations, making no reference to CIA, with one 
exception, He did inquire as to whether there was friction between 
the two agencies and was told that we cooperated closely and 
‘maintained daily liaison with CIA, It was on this memorandum 
that the Director said he saw no reason for informing CIA con- 

cerning the visit of Wise and Ross, 

We later learned that their book,''The Invisible 
Government," was furnished in the form of advance proofs to 
CIA prior to its publication, We also received such proofs 

from CIA through Liaison. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None, We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matte. ; 
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Item number 28 in memorandum of 3/5/70 from SA Sain 
Papich to the Director, captioned "Cases and/or Situations 
Involving Conflict With CIA," states that in April, 1960, 
CIA inquired if the Bureau would give any consideration to 
assisting that agency toward developing coverage in Africa by 
providing a Negro informant or placing a Negro in the Communist 
Party, USA for the purpose of eventually using him in Africa. 
His memorandum added that we told that agency the FBI had no 
informants available because they were necessary for our own 
operations. He claims we took the position since we saw no 
benefit to be gained by loaning an informant on a short or 
long term basis. He states that CIA could argue that as early 
as 1960 it had foresight to recognize the need for additional 
coverage and when it appealed to the Bureau for assistance, 
we did not cooperate. He refers to his memorandum dated 4/7/60 
concerning this matter captioned "Communist Activities in Africa," 

The memorandum referred to discloses that on 4/5/60 
Herman Horton, Deputy Chief, Counterintelligence, CIA, stated 
that communist organizations were rapidly increasing in strength 
on the continent of Africa and'that his agency found it most 
difficult to establish effective penetration. Horton noted that 
in this connection it was almost impossible for a white man to. 
move about Africa and establish a relationship which would enable 
him to develop worthwhile sources. He asked if the Bureau would 
consider furnishing one of its Negro informants or developing an 
informant in the Communist Party, USA for eventyal use by CIA in 
Africa. Papich told Horton that if the Bureau had a good Negro 
informant, we certainly were not interested in having his future 
‘jeopardized nor did we want to lose his production, Papich 
added that it undoubtedly would be most difficult to take a Bureau 
informant, have him‘travel to Africa under some cover and still 
be able to satisfactorily explain such activities to his communist 
colleagues without becoming a target of suspicion, “Horton said 
he recognized all this but asked if the Bureau would give 
consideration. 

MJR:ssr 
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Addendum to eapien? s ceuGrandal: dated 4/8/60 by 

the Internal Security Section pointed out that all of our 
informants were necessary for our own operations, particularly 
in the communist field, and it recommended and was approved 
that CIA be orally informed that it is not possible to provide 
an informant on a loan basis to be used in Africa. 

Regrettably, the Bureau was not in a position to 
assist CIA. CIA's problem was an administrative one within 
that Agency. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. a 

wee “ye as 

. ; wr er ed 

7 Pye 

SECEY 



TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

eile 

OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 = 5010-106 . 
MAY 1962 EQITION 
GSA GEN, REG. NO, 27 Yolson eee 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT : ‘ CEL Saat Sates 
WOR UTS ne 

4 ‘ Moh sects 

Memorandum | ——— 
; Calichan 

, . Conrad 

Felt 

Mr. C. D, DeLoach pATE: March 6, 1970 alg oe gs 
Rosen : 

: Hi ; LY GV cee 

EE ET 1 - Mr. C. D. DeLoach Tove 
Ww. C. Sullivan 1~- Mr. W. C. Sullivan file noo: 

1 - Liaison eo 
1 - Mr. W. J. McDonnell 

RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA Sern 0 
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Item #29 in the material submitted to the Director by 
SA Sam Papich in memorandum of 3/5/70, states that by Bureau 

' letter dated 10/23/64 we provided the White House information 
received by our Legat from U.S. Ambassador to Luxembourg wherein 
the latter was critical of intelligence operations, particularly 
the overstaffing of personnel, SA Papich comments that we do 
not know if CIA became knowledgeable regarding this letter but 
could construe same as relating to its operations. 

co Our Legat, Paris, in a letter to the Director dated 
10/19/64, set forth the results of a conversation with Ambassador 
William R, Rivkin at Luxembourg. The latter was assigned by the 
State Department to conduct a survey of the U.S. intelligence ; 
operations in six European countries, assisted by representatives 
of Defense, State Department, and Bureau of the Budget. Rivkin 
renarked that the results of the survey were appalling, there 
being 23,000 military personnel in the six countries engaged in 
intelligence operations and- numerous CIA personnel. He described 
the lack of coordination between the military and CIA as 
"scandalous." He stated the Offices of the Military Attaches 
were grossly overstaffed and he was recommending drastic cuts 
and that duplicate administrative services be combined with those 
of the embassies. He made no mention of specific intelligence 
operations nor did he elaborate on the lack of coordination. 
Rivkin commented that on his return to the U.S., he intended to 
see the President personally to bring this matter forcefully to 
his attention. t 

Rivkin's comments were incorporated in a letter to 
William D. Moyers, Special Assistant to the President, dated 
10/23/64, in accordance with the Director's noted instructions, 
Our files disclose no indication that CIA cognizant ‘of Bureau 
letter. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: None. We do not believe, in light of the 
facts set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this Ae ee 
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THE PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
ADVISORY BOARD AND JOHN MC CONE 

. Item number 30 in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum of March 5, 1970, 
discusses a dispute we had with CIA in May, 1963, as a result 
‘of-a communication the Bureau sent to the President's Foreign 
Intelligence Advisory Board (PFIAB). It was pointed out that 
in our communication to PFIAB we attributed certain information 
to McCone, then Director of CIA, concerning the matter of 
increasing wire taps on diplomatic establishments. McCone 
charged that the information attributed to him was not so 
because he had never made any such statement and he could 

s prove it. The fact was that the information relating to 
McCone had been given us by one of his subordinates who had 
indicated the information originated with McCone. McCone 
maintained that we should have checked with him before going 
on record that any information had originated with hin, 

4 

A review of the file in this matter discloses that 
in April, 1963, Mr. Belmont along with Papich had giscussed 
with Richard Helms and James Aigleton of CIA McCone's alleged 
position with the PFIAB; that he was in favor of across the 
board telephone taps on diplomatic establishments. The 
Bureau, of course, wasopposed to this and advised Helms that 
we would request to make our position known before the board. 
At the conclusion of the meeting in April, 1963, Helms 
specifically asked what he should tell McCone and Mr. Belmont 
told him he should tell McCone exactly what had‘ occurred at 
the meeting; that the Bureau was opposed to across the board 
wire taps and the Bureau intended to so advise PFIAB. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION:: my 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of tifis matter, 
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SUBJECT:RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 
ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA 

Item number 31, alleged penetration of CIA,'' in the 
"material submitted to the Director by SA Sam Papich in his 
memorandum of 3/5/70 discusses allegations made by 
Anatoliy Mikhailovich Golitzyn regarding recruitment of four 
CIA employees by the Soviet Committee for State Security (KGB), 
that CIA requested full investigation which we declined. 

BACKGROUND OF CASE Golitzyn, an intelligence officer of the 
KGB who defected fo CIA in 1961, alleged that the KGB had 
penetrated CIA through an individual having the code name "Sasha," 
In an effort to identify this penetration CIA vrovided Golitzyn 
with information regarding many individuals who had worked for 

CIA in Germany. 

Golitzyn identified two individuals at various times 
as "Sasha" and in each instance investigation "washed out" the 
identification. Golitzyn finally identified "Sasha" as one . 

ye.) (Igor Orlov, a former employee of cra} During the course of 
extensive document reviews Golitzyn became acquainted with 
background of yarious individuals who had worked in Germany at 
the timelLOrlov|did. Golitzyn identified four present employees 
of CIA with unknown subjects who had come to his attention while 
he was active in the KGB. 

yee 

PROBLEM WITH CIA CIA wanted the Bureau to undertake full- 

Scale investigation of its four-employees based solely on 
Golitzyn's allegations. 

f 

DISPOSAL OF PROBLEM WITH CIA By letter of February 26, 1965, CIA 

Was informed there appeared to be no basis at that time for a 
full-scale investigation of these men by the FBI on ‘the basis of 

allegations by Golitgyn. With regard to any investigation in the 

United States concerning two of the men, a conclusion would be 

made following completion of the investigation of Ugor Orlov] JFECC8) 

and interviews off{Orlov jand his wife Based upon the investigation 

| yuoMos Orlovjand the interviews of [orlovjand his wife, CIA was 

informed by letter of July 20, 1965, that nothing had been developed 

4 

62-80750 
1 - 105-~105608 (Golitzyn) 
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ALLEGED PENETRATIONS OF CIA 

62-80750 : ’ 

SE | yee ye) 
which supported Golitzyn”s speculation that (Orlov) was ; 
nstrumental in the recruitment by the Soviets of either . 

ee) ee ee and nothing was developed 
which would support Golitzyn's allegations against the other 
two suspects, Furthe JPeCICE D 
IA had furnished no documentary material regarding) J Fe CV)CB) 

yt) dvhich would in any way support Golitzyn. ‘ 
| Bureau a ed "Accordingly, this Bureau is conducting no 

investigation of || | We JPKO)LB 
will interpose no objection, since they are all employees 
of your agency, if you wish to pursue Anatoliy Golitzyn's 
allegations concerning them, including interviews of the 
individuals concerned. 

, "This Bureau would, of course, be interested in 
pase. the results of any investigation which would tend 

(to confirm Golitzyn's conclusions that one or more of these 
employees of your agency had actually been recruited by the. 

Soviets." 
| | a 

| RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set 

forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, ae 
ae “oe 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH 
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 

| : ‘2 
VICE PRESIDENT NIXON'S TRIP TO wok eppeely 
SOUTH AMERICA ~ 1958 DECLAS Dee 

OR Yee OL tlacnemrn” 

Item number 32 in material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam J. Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 
mentions Bureau letter 5/16/58 sent to the then Vice 
President Nixon and containing a summary of CIA informa~ 
tion concerning events in Latin America ee to 
Mr. Nixon's trip there during 5/58. 

According to SA Papich, most of the information 
in above letter came from CIA. He commented that this 
letter could be interpreted as raising question concerning 
quality of CIA's coverage in Latin America. Papich noted 
it is not known if CIA ever became aware of the letter. 
Papich stated that General Robett Cushman, currently Deputy 
Director of CIA, was attached to the then Vice President 
Nixon's staff. SA Papich pointed out that CIA, if aware of 
above letter, could raise questecn as to violation of Third 
Agency Rule, 

' The letter to the then Vice President Nixon 
is located in Bureau file 62-88461-117. It contains* 
summary of information relating to riots and attacks 
against Mr, Nixon and his party during their 5/58 
Latin American trip. Letter identifies CIA as the 

62~80750 
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source of the information set forth in our letter. The last 

paragraph of this letter includes a statement that the 
impression gained from a review of CIA reports indicates that 

CIA had some coverage reflecting there were to be troubles — 
concerning Mr, Nixon's Latin American travels. This letter 

also stated as follows: 

"It is significant that information in the indi- 
vidual countries came to CIA's attention shortly before your 
arrival in a particular country. Therefore, there is a 

question as to whether or not CIA had coverage in communist 

organizations which would -have led to the development of 

information concerning communist plans days or weeks ahead of 

your visit." 

There is no indication in this file regarding 
‘instructions given to prepare our letter of May 16, 1958. 
The first paragraph of this letter indicates that the Director 

had a discussion with Mr. Nixon on May 16, 1958, inasmuch as 
the first sentence of the above letter reads as follows: 

"Apropos of our discussion today, there is set 
forth information contained in Central Intelligence Agency 
reports received from them on May 14, 1958," . 

The data set forth in our May 16, 1958, letter to 
Mr. Nixon is contained in a memorandum Mr. R. R. Roach. to 

Mr. A. H. Belmont dated May 15, 1958, which was prepared for 

the Director's information, The Director noted on this memo- 

randum, 'Send summary to A, G. H." In accordance with 
instructions, a letter was sent to the then Attprney General 
under date of May 16, 1958, and this letter contained a summary 
of CIA information in the same manner.as had been sent to 

Mr. Nixon on May 16, 1958. Our letter to the Attorney General, 
however, did not contain any observations regarding .CIA ’ 
coverage in Latin American countries visited by Mr. Nixon and 

his party... 

Our file in this matter (62-88461-150) indicates that 
on June 9, 1958, Colonel Robert Cushman in the office of the 
then Vice President Nixon contacted the Bureau at the request 
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Memorandum W. C. Sullivan to aa | 
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Re: RELATIONSHIPS WITH = 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (CIA) 
62-80750 : 

of Mr. Nixon to determine if the contents of a letter from 
the Director to Mr. Nixon dated May 16, 1958, regarding 
Mr. Nixon's trip to South America could be leaked to the 
press. Colonel Cushman's request was set forth in memorandum 
G. A. Nease to Mr. Tolson June 9, 1958, with the recommenda- 
tion that Colonel Cushman be advised that if the information 
were to be given to the press, it would undoubtedly create a 
serious problem as the FBI would then have violated CIA's 
confidence since CIA was aware that SA Papich had reviewed 
CIA's classified reports and, therefore, this information 
should not be given to the press. Both Mr. Tolson and the 
Director agreed with the recommendation, and Colonel Cushman 

was advised of our decision. It is noted that Colonel Cushman 

is identical with the individual who is now Deputy Director 
of CIA. 

Comments on Remarks in SA Papich Memo 3/5/70 

1. That most of the information in our letter to 

Mr. Nixon dated May 16, 1958, came from CIA and that this 

letter could be interpreted as raising the question concerning 

the quality of CIA's coverage in Latin America. | 

There is no dispute as to the source of the informa~- 

tion which was summarized in our letter to Mr. Nixon, and we 

clearly indicated in our letter that the source was CIA. With 

regard to any question being raised as to the quality of 

CIA's coverage in Latin America, we merely pointed out to 

Mr, Nixon something that was readily discernible to any reader 

of the CIA reports - ~ that is, that the information from CIA 

popped up rather suddenly as related to the country and 

Mr, Nixon's arrival. Certainly Mr. Nixon himself, since he 

was personally involved in demonstrations directed against 

him during his Latin American trip, must have been aware that 

advance information from our responsible intelligence agency . 

(CIA) may have been lacking. 
6 

2. We.are not aware if CIA became knowledgeable of 

our letter to Mr. Nixon dated May 16, 1958. Under ordinary 

conditions, we are not aware nor do we seek to identify any CIA 

t 
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personnel who might be assigned to the White House stare, 
As indicated above, Colonel Cushman, who was a member of 
Mr. Nixon's staff in 1958 and who is now a Deputy Director 
of CIA, was aware of our 5/16/58 letter and its contents. 
We have no information that CIA ever registered any type of 

protest in this matter. 

3. That CIA technically could raise a question 
as to violation of the Third Agency Rule as regards our 

5/16/58 letter to Mr, Nixon. 

The Third Agency Rule is intended to prohibit a 
Government agency from disseminating information originating 
with another. Government agency in the absence of specific 
authority to do so, and we follow this rule unless there 
are overriding reasons. With regard to our letter to 
Mr. Nixon dated 5/16/58, we set forth information clearly 
identified as having originated with CIA. This letter 
was apparently prepared at the specific request of then 
Vice President Nixon after conferring with the Director. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: . 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make-an issue,of this matter. or | a 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH CIA 1 - Mr. J. G. Deegan 
HERBERT ITKIN 

Item number 33 in the material submitted to the 
Director by Special Agent (SA) Sam J. Papich in his memorandum 
3/5/70 discusses Herbert Itkin as an individual who was operated 
as a criminal informant by the Bureau who furnished valuable 
information and who has been a key witness,in the prosecution 
of cases being handled by the Bureau. Mr. Papich states that 
the Bureau acquired access to Itkin through the CIA and that 
although the CIA has never officially made any statements to the 
Bureau, it has been bitterly disappointed that the Bureau never 
acknowledged CIA's assistance which the agency considered 
extremely valuable. 

Memorandum dated 2/20/63 from W. C. Sullivan to 
Mr. Belmont captioned "James Hoffa'' set out that James Angleton 
of CIA advised SA Papich that CIA had briefed the Attorney General 
concerning a source whom Mr. Angleton had used since World War ITI 
and who subsequently has developed a close association with a 
lawyer who does considerable work for the Teamsters Unions. | 
Angleton's source was confident that the lawyer could be developed 
as a penetration which could "sink" Hoffa and all of his cohorts. 
The Attorney General agreed with the CIA representatives that the 
matter should be referred to the Bureau for handling. 

Mr. Angleton set up the first contact’ with the individual 
who had the contact with the attorney and at that time Angleton _ 
stated that he did not want to get involved in any- investigative 
aspects and wanted to step out of the matter as soon as possible. 
As a result, eventual contact was made with Herbert Itkin who 
developed into a very productive source. Itkin has been publicly 
identified as both a source of the FBI and CIA as a result of his 

testimony. 
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HERBERT ITKIN ; 

(SEGRE 
The Bureau's success in handling Itkin can be 

attributed to the know-how of the SAs of the New York 
Office because Itkin is a highly emotional individual 
and he had aggravated marital problems, severe pressures 
from his many business associates; therefore, it took 
a high degree of skill in dealing with this source in 
order to achieve the success that we did. 

While it is acknowledged that CIA put us 
originally in touch with this source, it was not 
believed that it is essential that we go back to’ CIA 
and explain to them our success or to thank them for 
giving us this original léad. It is also noted that 
there is an obligation upon Government agencies to 
cooperate in the fullest and CIA's cooperation in this 
matter was in accordance with. the long. ee aee policy 

among all Government agencies, 

Review of Itkin's file does not reflect any 
instance where CIA indicated a displeasure in the Bureau 
inot acknowledging CIA's assistance in placing us in touch 
with Itkin. This is in line with Mr, Angleton's statement 
in 1963 that he did not want t@ get involved in any 
investigative aspectS of this matter and wanted to step. 
out as soon as possible. In view of the above, it is not 
believed that CIA would have any basis to complain that the 
Bureau never acknowledged CIA's assistance. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: f 

None, We do not believe, in Light of the facts set 

forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter. ae 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH. CIA 
EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION 

Item number 34 in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum 3/5/70 concerns 
exchange of technical information with CIA, particularly as 
it related to the technical surveillance field. Papich states 
CIA exhibited its equipment to us, but for many years we declined 
to show any of our devices, with some exceptions, .He states 
that CIA never made an official protest but informally indicated | 
from time to time that the lack of exchange was prejudicial to 
overall intelligence and internal security interests and implied 
we were more open with the British in this area than with CIA, 

'Papich states this situation does not exist today as there is 

a good exchange by the Bureau and CIA. 

Our files reveal that through the years CIA has 
furnished the Bureau a number of technical devices for our use 
or inspection. They have also furnished technical. manuals obtained 
abroad and briefed us on operational and technical aspects of 
some of ther operations abroad. Laboratory personnel have been 
afforded tours and briefings concerning CIA facilities and 
equipment and in two instances Bureau personnel have been afforded 
training at CIA schoois. As recently as October, 1969; CIA 
afforded a briefing to Bureau personnel concerning aClandestine 
Transmitter Activator, developed by their technical people and 
offered to loan us one of these units as well as afford our 
personnel training in the operation of the equipment. 

t 

Similarly, Bureau records show substantial reciprocity 
on the part of the FBI in developing and furnishing important 

technical information to CIA over a period of many years, | 
Representative examples are cited below: 

Prior to 1955 an important unsolved technical 
intelligence problem involved desired access to- 
enemy intelligence and other security information 
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protected by combination-type locks (safe doors, and 
the like). Scientists in the FBI Laboratory were 
able to solve this problem by using X-rays from 
radioactive materials to "see" into the interior of 
@ combination lock and thus recover the combination, 
without trace of tampering or other indication that 
the lock had been compromised, This was a scientific 
breakthrough of tremendous intelligence potential and, 
with Bureau approval, our results and techniques were. 

made known to the appropriate CIA representatives, | 
- CIA advised that they had theretofore spent thousands 
of dollars in an intensive, but unsuccessful effort to 
solve the same problem. The impact of this scientific 
discovery in permitting access to previously unavailable © 
intelligence had tremendous value for both the FBI and 

CIA, . 

In approxmately the late 50's and early 60's, both CIA 
and FBI encountered a new, highly sophisticated type 
of secret writing placed into use by the Russians for 
communicating with espionage agents. In spite of a _ 
massive technical effort mounted by CIA, scientists 
of the FBI Laboratory were successful in first unraveling 
the basic principles and techniques underlying this new 
Russian system. This important breakthrough thus permitted 
for the first time a successful attack against the new 
Russian secret ink communication system. Because of its 
extreme intelligence potential, with prior Bureau approval, 
this development was made known to CIA, and its importance 
to CIA is reflected in part by a letter addressed to the 
Director of FBI by Allen W. Dulles, then Director of CIA, 
under date of August 19, 1961, in which Dulles said, in 
part, "For the past several years there has been 
increasingly effective technical liaison between the 
Technical Services Division of this Agency and correspond- 
ing components of your Bureau. .." Dulles further 
commented that Bureau technical personnel had " . . « made 
an outstanding technical contribution for which they are to 
be highly commended. Their work not only has an important 
impact in one sensitive area, but also has revealed a 
chemical mechanism from which may well stem new high-level 
secret writing systems. . The discovery will have an 

= CONTINUED ~ OVER 
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EXCHANGE OF TECHNICAL INFORMATION 

important influence Hl the discharge of responsibilities 
assigned both to this Agency and the FBI. I consider 
access to these findingsto be further evidence of the 
value of close technical liaison between our two 

organizations, . ." 

Subsequently, again with prior Bureau approval, whenever 
it could be done without jeopardizing FBI operational 
interests, the FBI on a continuing basis made available 
to CIA actual Soviet secret writing chemicals and methods 
of development which had come into the possession of the 
Bureau through investigative activity and through high- 
level informants, A recent example involved the Russian . 
espionage case of Herbert William Boeckenhaupt wherein 
on 2/12/69 a sample of secret writing material used by 
Boeckenhaupt to communicate with the Russians was 
furnished to CIA by a representative of the FBI Laboratory. 

The above items are representative outstanding examples 
of FBI cooperation in developing and sharing highly important 
[technical information, and certainly the letter from CIA reflects 
the satisfaction and importance which CIA attached to such 
information received from the Bureau. Within general Bureau 
policy guidelines, there were, of course, on a continuing basis 

numerous other items of technical information shared with CIA 

over the years, including briefings and exchange of visits, 

& 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: * 

None. We do not believe, in light of the facts set’ 
forth, that CIA will make an issue of this ate 
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CIA LECTURERS AT BUREAU TRAINING SCHOOLS FoF pila 
EXCHANGE IN THE TRAINING FIELD DECLASSIFI d or 

| en__l= : bamcaneee 

Items number 35 and 36 in the material submitted to the 
Director by SA Sam Papich in his memorandum March 5, 1970, indicated 
CIA has never understood why Bureau will not permit CIA personnel to 
lecture at our schools and CIA was unhappy regarding our attitude 
concerning exchange of information in the training field. 

CIA by letter May 19, 1950, requested it be permitted to 
discuss training problems with FBI training staff in view of 
necessity of its maintaining relations with foreign police and 
security agencies, Following recommendations by the Executives 
Conference, Bureau advised CIA by letter May 25, 1950, that we did 
not believe FBI training staff could intelligently discuss training 
methods with CIA since our staff was not knowledgeable concerning 
conditions encountered by CIA in various foreign countries. 

Since 1962, we have taken foreign police officers into the 
National Academy through the Agency for International Development 
(AID). These officers spent two weeks of orientation with AID and 
after graduation certain selective officers have been in touch with 
CIA through AID. We 4re aware that CIA has used many of these 
graduates as sources of information. 

In 1966, the Director approved a request of CIA to have one 
of its men attend the National -Academy for purpose "to improve 
capabilities of CIA personnel engaged in overseas police training 
programs." As a result, a CIA Security Officer graduated from the 
77th Session of the FBI National Academy (March 7 - May 25, 1966), 

At the specific request of CIA, Bureau representatives have 
addressed CIA intelligence personnel attending refresher-type 
training courses on 31 occasions between June, 1962, and December, 
1969, ae 
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. Memorandum to Mr. C, D. DeLoagh 

SEDRET 
We loaned CIA four Bureau training films in 

February, 1966, one was eventually returned, but CIA 
continues to utilize the other three films entitled "On 
The Record," "Interviews," and "Burglary Investigations,“ 

' We continue to use foreign language films from CIA which. 
were loaned to us as a supplement to the Bureau's Language 
Training Progran. 

Representatives of CIA have not lectured at 
Bureau training schools and there is no indication in 

. Bureau files that this has been advocated by CIA. 

This memorandum has been coordinated with the 
Training Division. i 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

None. We do not. believe, in light of the facts 
set forth, that CIA will make an issue of this matter, =p 
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a RELATIONSHIPS WITH 
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
(POSITIVE INTELLIGENCE) - 

Item Number 37 in the material submitted to the 
Director by Special Agent Sam Papich in his memorandum 375/70 
discusses CIA criticism which could generate from Agency belief 
that Bureau has failed to cooperate and offer necessary assistance 
in collection of positive intelligence in the United States. 
Memorandum is to deal with specific cases believed by Papich 
to evidence lack of cooperation and to briefly comment on policy 

- of cooperation we have adopted with CIA. 

SYNOPSIS: 

Mentioned Item by Papich points out CIA belief that 
more aggressive action should have been taken in field of 
collecting positive intelligence in the United States. Papich 
notes Bureau's action in this field, for the most part, has been 
restricted to compliance with requests by State Department when 
political crises occur in some country. He points out CIA belief 
that acquiring needed data would mean increased. technical surveil- 
lance coverage, development of informants and collection of 
cryptographic materiaL. Papich cites two specific cases occurring 
in 1969 where Bureau declined CIA's request for technical coverage, 
suggesting to Agency that it make its request directly to the . 
Attorney General. Review of specific cases mentioned set forth 
with Director's comments relative thereto being noted. Our 

. policy of cooperation with CIA most recently delinated to field 
by SAC Letter 66-10 (B) - copy attached. SAC letter calls for 
guarding our jurisdiction but shows our willingness to cooperate 
with CIA. 

Enclosure 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

SECRET 
CIA has repeatedly raised the issue in the past of 

our coverage in the positive intelligence collection area and 
we can reasonably expect similar issues to be raised in the 
future, 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 

That we prepare a carefully woudea letter to CIA 
outlining policy and the basic elements of intelligence and 
counterintelligence work affecting the United States and 
forthrightly ask CIA if it is satisfied with the status quo! 
and if not what do they have to suggest as changes, 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH ’ 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

DETAILS: Oo | ‘SECHEI 

Papich points out CIA feels there is unexplored 
field for acquiring positive intelligence in the United States 
but he notes that there has been no law, directive, or executive 
order which fixes responsibility for clandestine collection of 
such information. He notes we investigate subversives, spies, 
and develop penetrations of foreign intelligence services and 
that facets of these investigations of violations of United States 
laws serve to fulfill a counterintelligence objective referred 
to by us as investigations of internal security matters. Papich 
notes, however, that most of our work in the positive intelligence 
field has been restricted to the compliance with requests by 
State Department prompted usually by a political crisis occurring 

in some foreign country. 

Papich points ouf CIA feels there is unexplored 
‘field for acquiring positive intelligence requiring use of | 
vastly increased technical surveillances, informant development 
and collection of cryptographic material. According to Papich, 
CIA does not feel Bureau has moved aggressively in this area 
and CIA has been thwarted in attempts to do much about the (s> 
roblem, Papich cites two cases ( 10/69 and 

(s) 10/69) where CIA Yequests for techniéal surveil- 

ance were declined by us with the suggestion to CIA that these 

matters should be taken up by that Agency directly with the 

Attorney General, 

' Specific Cases ‘ 

advised that 
a 

under development by intelligence service partly as 

a resylt of his weauness for yomen when assigned inf 1,9 CS) 
Veen was to participate, in bilateral 

alks with United States officdals ‘in 4)By letter 
requested telephone and microphone surveillances on 
The Director commented "Let CIA seek the authority ;: . 

I don't want them utilizing FBI as their channel."/ : + 

een 

16 

(s) (“res originally investigated by us . 

in fis6s as a possible unregistered agent of ine Govern~ és) 

ment due to negotiations by him withf __Jofficialgjdesigned (§ 

to set up a semiprivate nuclear processing company inf 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

SEGRE ) | 
Our investigation showed close contact by [L____ lwath(L __ ¢) 
officials, 2nd details 
of activity by that subject/sto create the firm mentioned. 

headed a firm involved in Atomic Energy 
Commission (AEC) work requiring ''Top Secret'’ clearance by AEC. 
Our initial investigation was closed when Assistant Attorney 
General - Internal Security Division found that facts did not, . _ 
justify soliciting (registration as a foreign agent... te 

In Spring of 1965, sixty-one kilograms of nuclear 
material were found to be unaccounted for by the firm headed 
by but subsequent inventories and checking by AEC 
revealed this shortage was probably the result of cumulative 
process of wasteful production methods over a period of eight. 
years and did not justify an unqualified determination of a 
diversion of nuclear material on the, part of f= = t0 
unauthorized persons or government. “"\) cs) 

CIA, in 1968, became alarmed on receipt of information 
of loss of mentioned nuclear material and despite AEC findings 
felt it may indicate illegal diversion or at least justification 
for reopening investigation. Richard Helms of CIA contacted 
the Attorney General directly with his thoughts regarding the 
need for additional investigation. Attorney General contacted 
Bureau requesting it discuss matter with CIA and determine 
advisibility of additional investigation. The Director, in 

approving conference with CIA, noted “OK but I doubt advisibility 

of getting into this. It looks,like Helms is going around 
us to AG as he suspects we would say Host 

An intensive investigation of [| ___}conducted : > 
during late (i968) and into Fall of {lo6S\réveale no positive. (S 

. intelligence activity on his part or verifiable diversion of 
AEC material to Nsjour investigation included technical 
surveillances installed {9/27/6 d discontinued, 9/4/69. 6 
was interviewed by AEC @/14/69\"and disclaimed passing any 
classified data to s)Facts of case were 
reviewed by Department ustice which found no evidence of pro- 

secutable violation by po laze felt the additional investi- 

gation produced no data upon Which could be based a legitimate 

withdrawal of clearance for AEC contracts or information, In 

view of this, we closed our investigation and CIA was so advised. 

A 10/13/69 letter from Helms acknowledged additional investigation{ 

ae “CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr. C. D. DeLoach 
RE: RELATIONSHIPS WITH 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 

would produce no legal ov a SEGRE etanent to the issue which 
prompted CIA's original request but noted he felt reinstituted 
audio surveillances of [__]would produce positive intelligence 
information. He therefore requested reinstitution of this 
coverage. The Director's letter to Helms 10/17/69 noted that 
after careful review it was felt that CIA should take this —- 

matter to the Attorney General. ¢ \; 

On October 21, 1969, a CIA official was told by 
Special Agent Papich that inthe future CIA should transmit its 
requests for technical surveillance coverage in the United States 
to the Attorney General. This specifically covered the cases 
of Co ge Director commented “Right. 

- Bureau Policy of Cooperation 

wh YX < af 
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In 1965 and 1966, recognizing overlapping interests, . 
changes inherent in faster communication, hysteria to facilitate 
international travel and in response to requests from CIA, the 
Director approved Bureau attendance at conferences with CIA 
regarding that Agency's operational activities in the United States. 
On a memorandum reporting the results of the conferences with 
CIA, the Director commented "I hope we still don't let our 
guard down as CIA has always outsmarted us because of our 

gullibility.". 

SAC Letter 66-10 (B) dated 2/15/66 furnished to the 
field and Bureau officials results of the conferences with CIA 
and emphasized necessity for protecting Bureau jurisdiction in 
the counterintelligence field. This SAC letter (copy attached) 
emphasized there is to be no interference with or infringement 
upon our jurisdiction but clearly shows our willingness to 
cooperate with CIA in developing positive intelligence in the 
United States. In approving this SAC letter, the Director 
noted "I hope there is no 'sneaker' in this. Time will tell.‘ 

There has been no renewed request from CIA for 
technical coverage in the cases mentioned above, nor has there - 
been any indication that such requests have been sent. by CIA 
to the Attorney General as we suggested. Due to CIA interest 
in the past in these matters, we cannot rule out the possibility 
the Agency may approach Attorney General for the desired — 

coverage at some time in the future, 
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“A25): ESTABLISHMENT OF BURBAU LIAISON WITH 
DUTCH | INTERNAL SECURITY SERVICE/~ 1960 

In Januar 1960, our Legal Attache, 
trayeled: ipsam 2 the purpose of exploring arrange- 
ments for liaison With appropriate Dutchiuthorities. 

MAME _ . raised questions, fpoititing out that over 

. : Again, |___koula cite this-as an instance where 
we failed to coordinate[ din line with 
National Security Counc irectives. 

e 

In the latter part of 1959 we gave consideration to 
establishing a Legal Attache in.Copenhagen, Denmark. The 
purpose of the assignment was to follow Bureau leads in 
Denmark, Norway, Sweden, and Holtand. We did not inform 
CIA of our intentions, : 

(26) BUREAU DISSEMINATION OF COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 
INFORMATION TO FOREIGN SERVICES ~ DATs 

By letter dated DATE | , CIA raised 
questions concerning the propriety of Bureau dissemination 
yok gounterintelligence information to foreign intelligence 
‘services. CIA, at that time, had particular reference to 
_ information which our Legal Attache had transmitted to the 

e. -Porereur; Intelligence Service concerning KG8 operations, CIA 
. “took” ‘the position that. pursuant to the coordinating 



(28) 

Directive, the Bureau was obligated to coordinate with 
‘CIA prior ,to such dissemination. The particular data 
had emanated from one of our sensitive Fof4/eyv sources 
CopéMAME We responded to CIA by stating that the 
information was the product of an internal security 
operation and did not relate to any operational activity 
abroad, CIA again surrendered, The Agency could ae 

_ that we had an 

TITLE OF Bo0K BOOK AUTHORED BY 
AGCTHOR 

. x ee, t 

In August, 1963, we received information indi- 
cating that AvuTHe& in the process of gathering 
material for a book pertaining to activities of U. S. 
intelligence acti vi ties. ., A veTHerR contacted 

the Bureau. It was recommended that liaison orally advise 
CIA that - AvTHoR preparing a book con- 
cerning U. S, intelligence agencies, The Director. noted 
“J see no reason doing so." . 

. It is not known if- CIA was aware of the contact — 
with the Bureau. Av7hex subsequently published the 
book which contained extremely. Gere ow information 
concerning eine 

COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES - AFRICA 

SBR 
a 18 on, : He tak 



_.___| We told CIA we had no informants available 
| because they were necessary for our own operations. We 
Iso took the position that we saw no benefit to be gained by 
| a loaning an. informant on a short or long term basis, 

o This item is. being dentaonee because Africa 
-has become vitally important to U. S..interest, bearing 
in mind that both the Soviets and Chinese Communists have 

a re te ope 
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(29) ADVISING THE WHITE HOUSE REGARDING CRITICISM 
OF INTELLIGENCE OPERATIONS ~ BUROPE 

By Letter dated October 23, 1964, we furnished 
the White House information received by our Legal Attache 
from the SOURCE | He was critical 
of intelligence operations in Europe and made particular 
reference to the overstaffing of personnel, 

We do not know if.CIA became cognizant of the 
existence of the Bureau: letter bearing in mind that the 
Agency undoubtedly would have considered the document as 

relating to. its operations. We do knéw that for several years, 
CIA personnel have been assigned to the White House and had 
access to considerable information, 

(30) THE PRESIDENT'S FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY 
BOARD AND JOHN KC Soe 

In May, 1963, we became embroiled with CIA in a 
rather critical conflict as a result of communication the 

' Bureau sent to the President's Foreign Intelligence Advisory 
Board, The matter dealt with consideration that might be 
given to increasing wire taps on diplomatic establishments. 
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unr STATES DEPARTMENT OF 1 Oi Di 
“PEDERAL BUREAU OFCINVESTIGATION 

In Reply, Plewse Refer to WASHINGTON, D.C. 20535 

File No. , 
February 7, 1956 

| SECRET ye 8) 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGFNCY 
OPERATIONS TN Tis ui TD STATE 

(1) CXA will not initiate an investigation of any 
foreign official in the United States without the concurrence 
and cooxdination of the FBI, In this context, the tern 
"investigation" moans systematic and cirect inquiries or 
procedures (such as physical or technical surveillances 

ie or neighborhood inquiries) aiming at developing- information 
& concerning an individual's activities or background; 

B 4 Ninvestigation" does not include the acceptance or the 
aS ne development of information through social contacts or contacts 
& rt ig. normally mage by CIA agents in discharging their cover 

Sk functions, (§ 
By Eney, 7 
ane (2) CIA will seek concurrence and coordination of 
rhe the FBI before approaching for recruitment any foreign 
aS 2. official or communist-bloc visitor in the United States, 
ba The FBI will concur and coordinate if the proposed action 
ne does not conflict with any operation, oa or planned, 
ie Be including active investigation of the FBI. (s 

(3) CIA Will advise the FBI prior to any planned 
meeting between a CIA asset and a foreign off teial or 
communist-—bloc visitor of knqwn or presuned interest to 
the FBI (this woul@ include all communist-~bloc officials 
and visitors) for a a of assessment and social 

7 development, (S 

Ly | 4 Clandestine CIA staff operatives, | | 
ws | and foreign agents of CIA recruitec 
< se abroad who come to the United States wiil be ,identified ts 
£& gid the FBI by name or appropriate description depending on 
a the national security interest involved. (sD 

<a 2 (5) Pursuant to paragraph 4 above, when a CIA4 agent 

Na & arrives in the United States for a visit or for an (5) - 
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SECRET 
SPKODG) 

Central Intelligence Agency 
Operations in the United States 

assignment, the Bureau will be advised and the two agencies ] 
will confer regarding the handling of the agent in the 
United States, It is recognized that cach czse will have 
its individual peculiarities, The governing principle will 
be positive intelligence interest as weighed against 
internal security factors, CIA will continue its 
contractual relationship for the purpose of handling 
the training, the procurement of positive foreign 
intelligence, the fulfillment of CIA commitments to 
the agent, and the preparation of the agent for his 
next assignment abroad, (Ss 

(6) In those cases where CIA will be handling its. 
agent in the United States, CIA will service IBI security 
or counterintelligence requirements and will: provide the 
FBI all agent information bearing on counterintelligence 
or internal security matters, including the scope and 
nature of the uyent’s access to information and the 
identities of the agent's significant contacts, particularly 
in the comyvinist-bloc field, In such cases where CIA 
servicing has been inadequate to FBI internal security 
 dnterests, the FBI will have direct access to the agent, (s) 

is ; 
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TO. : Mr, C, BD. DeLoach DATE: 6/25/70 | ; yee ye 
) By 

Vox : W. C. Sullivan E Tele Room 

) . 
Gaidy. 

, SUBJECT: LIAISON WITH CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY _/ ; wy ah wh: 
WASHINGTON FIELD OFFICE 

The Director has inquired regarding the nature of 
fany liaison existing between the Washington Field Office (WFO) 
‘and CIA, Limited liaison does exist, being addressed to 
‘specific QnCESy tones cases and name checks. 

: WFO, of necessity, is in contact with CIA concerning 
specific cases in the espionage field, For example, WFO handles 
leads to interview the Soviet : (oa Yuri Nosenko, who is 
under CIA control and support. 
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FHERL SHOWN OTHERWISE. | [sy JFerxcey_ Kae 
: In addition Ae. 

CiXe) 

= liaison is conducted with respect to policy matters and the 
objective of all contacts is the panne of immediate opera= 
tional matters, 

ACTION 3 
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SECRET 

unin® STATES DEPARTMENT OF ig CE 

FED PAE DUREAUW OF INYESTICATION 

WASHINGTON, DC. 20535 

February 7, 1986 — Jee 

in Reply, Plesse Refer te 

File No, 

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
OPERATIONS IN TUS UNITED STATES 

(1) CIA will not’ initiate an investigation of any 
foreign official in the United States without the concurrence 
and coovdination of the FBI, In this context, the tern — 
"investigation" means systematic and cirect inquiries or 
procedures (such as physical or technical surveillances 
or neighborhood inquiries) aiming at developing information 
concerning an individual's activities or background; 
"investigation" does not include the acceptance or ths 
development of information through social contacts or contacts 
normally made by CIA agents in discharging their cover 
functions, 

(2) CIA will sek concurrence and coordination of 
the FBI before approaching for recruitment any foreign 
official or communist-bloc visitor in the United States, 
The FBI will concur and coordinate if the proposed action 
does not conflict with any operation, current or planned, 
including active investigation of the FbI, 

(3) CIA will advise the FBI prior to any planned 
meeting between 4 CIA asset and a foreign offici 
communist-bloc visitor of knawn or presumed interest to 
the FBI (this woule include all communist-bloc officials 
and visitors) for purposes of assessment and social 
developnent, 

(4) Clandestine CIA staff. operatives, 
and foreign agents of CIA recruites 

; T rms United States wiil be jdentified to 
the FBI by nae or appropriate description depending on 
the national security an vencee involved, 

; (5) Pursvant to pave graph 4 above, when a CIA agent 
arrives in the United States for a visit or for an 
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Central Intelligence Agency JFKL)(B ) 
Operations in the United States 

assignnent, the Bureau will be advis ed and the two agencies 

will confer regarding the handling of the arent in the 
United States, It is recognized that cach case will have 
its individual peculiarities, The governing principle will 
be positive intelligence interest as weighed against 
internal security factors, CIA will continue its 
contractual relationship for the purpose of handling 
the training, the procurement of positive foreign 

’ intelligence, the fulfillment of CIA commitments to 
(YP? the agent, and the preparation of the agent for his 

We next assignment abroad, red 

(G) In those cases where CIA will be handling its. 
agent in the United States, CIA will service FBI security 
or counterintelligence requiremen nts and will provide the 
FBI all azent information bearing on countorintelligence 
or internal security matters, including the scope and 
nature of the agcut's access to information and the 
identities of the agent's significant contacts, particularly 
in the communist-bloc field, In such cases where CIA 
servicing has been inadequate to FBI pete security 
interests, the FBY will have direct access to the agent, 
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CHITED STATES GOVERNMENT 
KEMORANDUM 

‘TO +: Director, FBI DATE: 10/25 a 
! (“a eee} \ 

-! FROM : SAC, Philadelphia ES es a, 
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*, SUSIECT = : BIN IS UNCLASSIFLND 
sensual «ste wemldle 

a KD) TNFCRMATION CONCERNING | ~ 

Me - : 4 _ ee 

Arrangements were perfected whersin Agents of this 
¢*fice making eee pores che of a Soviet-Blos Nae - 

9) Siemal cen contact andt¢ Will place them in contact 
ve Wovn. Ehe¢e representative handling the 
a case, sec that information of interest to us can pe secured. 

An mation coming to the attenbiow of the Jt mt 
‘lating to our invernal security respensibilicies Will wel 
ately FEPS rted te this cfficse, : 

jo): requested, im view o 
G tions, that not be identified as th 
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-\ 4nformation received from his cffice should te ‘inc 
yt communication going to anyone outside the Bureau. 

e) | wes assured sl in this regard weu 
ik protected. 

‘procedure be followed for cases in 
¥ cc as is contemplated for thd Office ferritaryv, 
~1) _ Bhat is, that this office contact him, furnishing the identity 
( of the Subject and the name and location of the Srecial Agent 

handling the case. He then will have his representative COVEY 
tne the aren contact the FBI Ascent and they then can discuss 
information of mutual interest on the case. He advised that 

were the bulk 

[ covers the 
ate n and . 

REQUEST OF THE BUREAU: ~ 

{In the course of future centects in these 
¢2568, it is anticipated that may at times 
request information relating to Subjects! background, habits, 
and characteristics, as well as any available photographs - 

" The Bureau is requested to advise if it will be per- 
is ally furnish such background iarformaticn to the 

— ee to furnish copies ef photcgraphs, if 
a ey are available. 

The Bureau is also rejuested to advise if the estab ish- 8) 

| rent of liaison on the field office level wit see 

YL re vo od Svea the furnishing of reports and letter- 
@ad memos 

Cr 
3 nis Service at the field office level Gis they 

have a aces Caer interest in the Subject. 
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